ST.    PAUL 

THE  AUTHOR 

OF 

THE  ACTS  OF  THE  APOSTLES 

AND    OF 

THE  THIRD  GOSPEL, 


ST    PAUL 

THE  AUTHOR 

OF 

THE  ACTS  OF  THE  APOSTLES 

AND   OF 

THE  THIRD  GOSPEL. 


HOWARD  HEBER  EVANS,  B.A. 

VICAR   OF   MAPPERLEY, 
AND    FORMERLY   SCHOLAR   OF    LINCOLN   COLLEGE.    OXFORD. 


JESUS  saith  :— "  I  am  The  Truth."— St.  John  xiv.  6. 


LONDON : 

WYMAN  &  SONS,  75,  GREAT  QUEEN   STREET, 

lincoln's-inn  fields. 

1884. 

All  rights  reserved. 


"  I  am  prepared  to  believe  anything  on  sufficient  evidence." — 
The  late  Dr.  Robert  Evans,  D.C.L.,  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Jesus 
College,  Vinerian  Scholar,  and  Proctor  of  the  University  of 
Oxford. 

"Probability  is  the  very  guide  of  life." — Bp.  Butler,  The 
Analogy. 

"  Not  one  man  in  ten  thousand  is  aware  that  the  most 
undoubted    scientific    theories   are   only  demonstrable   by  the 
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well-known  Law  of  Gravity  is,  that  it  is  shown  to  be  immeasur- 
ably more  probable  than  any  other  explanation  of  the  motions 
of  the  universe." — Sir  E.  Beckett,  Origin  of  the  Laws  of 
Nature,  pp.  3,  5. 
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ST     PAUL 

THE  AUTHOR 

OK 

THE  ACTS  OF  THE  APOSTLES. 

LETTER   I.— INTRODUCTORY. 

WHY  THE    SUBJECT   IS    OP    SO    MUCH    IMPOETANCE    IN    THE 
CONTROVEESY    WITH    SCEPTICISM. 

My    dear    Friend, — On    seeing    the    title-page,   two 
remarks  will  have  occurred  to  you. 

1 .  I  always  understood  that  the  Acts  were  written 
more  or  less  under  the  influence  of  St.  Paul. 

2.  Granted  that  St.  Paul  himself  was  the  author, 
what  then  ?  Is  that  fact,  if  fact  it  be,  of  any  great 
importance  ? 

I.  I  will  first  reply  to  the  second  of  these  two 
observations,  and  say  at  once  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  controversy  between  Christianity  and 
scepticism,  this  fact  is  of  the  very  greatest  im- 
portance, as  you  will  see  if  you  have  sufficient 
patience  to  read  through  these  pages. 

1.  It  has  never  been  doubted  that  St.  Luke's 
Gospel  and  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  were  written  by 
one  and  the  same  author.*     This  unity  of  authorship 

*  In  Luther's  Version  the  heading  of  the  Acts  is  "Der  Apostel 
Geschichte  St.  Luca,"  as  that  of  the  Third  Gospel  is  "  Evangelium 
St.  Luca." 

"  That  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  was  composed  by  the  author  of 
the  Third  Gospel  is  undoubted." — Ehrard^  "  Gospel  History,"  p.  497. 
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is  admitted  even  by  such  sceptical  critics  as  Zeller 
and  Renan.*  And  it  is  equally  indisputable — in  fact, 
it  is  self-evident — that  the  Gospel  was  not  written 
later  than  the  Acts. 

2.  It  is  admitted  by  all  competent  critics  that 
St.  Paul  did  not  survive  the  reign  of  Nero.  Nero 
died  in  June,  a.d.  68. t 

Thus,  if  St.  Paul  was  himself  the  author  of  the  Acts 
of  the  Apostles,  St.  Paul  must  have  been  himself  the 
author  of  the  Third  Gospel ;  and,  therefore,  this  Third 
Gospel,  the  Gospel  according  to  St.  Luke,  must  have 
been  in  existence  before  June,  a.d.  68. 

3.  And,  therefore,  the  prophecy  regarding  the 
destruction  of  Jerusalem  and  the  Temple,  recorded  in 
Luke  xxi.,  was  written  down,  in  any  case,  more  than  a 
year  (probably  several  years)  before  it  was  fulfilled. 

4.  More  than  this,  St,  Paul,  though  not  himself  an 
eyewitness  of  the  events  of  our  Lord's  life,  saw  and 
spoke  to  Peter  and  John,|  who  were  eyewitnesses — 
one  of  these,  St.  Peter,  being  b  7rpcoroj,§  the  first  of 
the  Apostles — and  the  one  to  whom  Christ  gave  the 
keys  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven — the  other  being  the 
disciple  whom  Jesus  loved,  and  to  whom,  when  on  the 
cross,  He  committed  the  charge  of  His  mother.  They 
were  the  two  survivors  out  of  the  three  chief  Apostles, 
Peter,  James,   and  John,  most  intimately  associated 

*  "  The  author  of  t'  is  Gospel  (St.  Luke's)  is  certaiuly  the  same  as 
tlie  author  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles." — 31.  Renan,  quoted  by 
Dr.  Wace,  "  Authenticity  of  the  Gospels,"  p.  14. 

t  Coiiybeare  and  Howson,  "  St.  Paul,"  new  edition,  p.  781.  Euse- 
bius,  H.  E.  I   Galatians  ii.  9. 

§  St.  Matt.  X.  2.  "  Primus  inter  ])areti," — their  leader  and 
spokesmau  ;  as  is  often  exemplified  in  the  Gospel  narrative. 
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with  our  Lord  in  the  Gospels ;  for  instance,  at  the 
Transfiguration,  in  Gethsemane,  and  at  the  raising  of 
the  daughter  of  Jairus. 

St.  Paul,  too,  had  seen  more  than  once  James, 
certainly  a  kinsman  of  our  Lord ;  and,  probably,  the 
first  bishop  of  the  Mother  Church  at  Jerusalem  for 
many  years,  till  his  death  in  a.d.  62.* 

St.  Paul  liad  the  means,  by  questioning  these  eye- 
witnesses and  siftincr  the  evidences  of  Christianity  as 
they  existed  in  those  early  days,  whether  written  or 
oral,  of  thoroughly  testing  the  truth  of  the  Gospel 
history,  of  making  a  thorough  personal  investigation 
into  the  foundations  on  which  the  Christian  rehgion 
rests.  We  know  that  the  result  must  have  been  quite 
satisfactory  to  St.  Paul's  intelligent  mind,  when  we 
remember  that  he  spent  fully  a  quarter  of  a  century 
in  preaching  the  Gospel  of  Christ  f — that  he  spent 
the  best  years  of  his  life  in  preaching  that  faith  which 
he  had  once  "  destroyed,"  the  believers  in  which  he 
had  formerly  so  fiercely  persecuted.  "We  know  that 
St.  Paul  must  have  been  satisfied  that  Christianity 
was  no  myth,  to  have  borne  five  years'  loss  of  liberty, 
"  an  ambassador  in  bonds,"  and  yet  to  rejoice  in  his 
persecutions  for  the  Gospel's  sake,  and  to  say  that 
"  he  counted  all  things  but  loss  that  he  might  win 
Christ,  for  whom  he  had  suffered  the  loss  of  all 
things  ";  and  that  "  he  knew  whom  he  had  believed  "; 
and  to  state  towards  the  close  of  his  career  :  "  To  me 
to  live  is  Christ";  "I  have  finished  my  course,  I 
have  kept  the  faith."  I 

*  Josephus,  "Antiquities,"  xx.  ix.  i. 

t  "  Woe  is  unto  me  if  I  preach  not  the  Gospel." — 1  Cor.  ix.  16. 

I  Gal.  i.  23;  Eph.  vi.  20;  1  Tim.  i.  12;  Phil.  i.  21;  2  Tim.  iv.  7. 
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St.  Paul  himself  was  an  eyewitness  of  the  stoning 
of  Stephen,  and  of  other  events  connected  with  the 
history  of  the  primitive  Church. 

He  was  also  the  friend  and  fellow-helper  of  Barnabas, 
a  disciple  from  the  time  of  the  first  founding  of  the 
Church,  and  an  associate  of  Mark  (the  friend  and  inter- 
preter of  Peter),  whose  mother's  house  at  Jerusalem 
was  a  well-known  centre  and  rallying  point  of  the 
early  Church ;  and  St.  Paul,  too,  as  related  in  Acts  xxi., 
stayed  for  some  days  at  the  house  of  one  of  the  first 
seven  deacons,  Philip  the  Evangelist.* 

Hence,  if  St.  Paul  was  the  author  of  the  Acts  and 
St.  Luke's  Gospel,  the  events  narrated  in  the  Gospel 
of  St.  Luke  come  to  us  stamped  with  St.  Paul's 
approval,  and  guaranteed  by  him  as  being,  to  the  best 
of  his  belief,  substantially  correct ;  and  we  have  thus 
the  fullest  account  of  our  Lord's  life  and  ministry 
handed  down  to  us  by  a  writer  who  had  every  desire, 
as  well  as  every  opportunity,  of  ascertaining  the  truth. 

5.  Now,  in  order  to  realise  the  importance  of  this, 
I  must  trouble  you  with  one  or  two  quotations  : — 

"  Our  opponents  endeavour  to  assign  the  Gospels 
to  writers  who  were  not  in  a  position  to  give  a  really 
credible  testimony  —  to  writers  who  only  composed 
their  narratives  long  after  the  time  when  Christ 
lived. ' ' — Tischendo  rf.  f 

"  The  opponents  suggest  that  our  four  Gospels  came 
into  existence  between  the  years  a.d.  150  and  175." — 
Tregelles.  | 

*   Acts  iv.  36  j  xii.  12  ;  xxi.  8,  10. 
+  "  When  were  our  Gospels  written  1 "  p.  42, 
I  "  Historic  Evidence  of  Authorship,  &c.,  of  the  New  Testament," 
p.  45. 
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"  The  historical  character  of  the  Gospels  is  denied 
by  unbelievers."  .  ..."  It  must  be  conceded,  there- 
fore, that  our  evidence  that  the  Synoptics  were 
written  prior  to  a.d.  70  by  the  authors  whose  names 
they  bear,  if  we  rely  exclusively  on  the  literary 
testimony  furnished  by  the  Fathers,  amounts  not  to 
certainty,  but  only  to  a  high  degree  of  probability." — 
Prebendary  Roiv* 

"  The  Gospels  alone  afford  us  full  information 
respecting  our  Lord's  character  and  work,  and  they 
must  ever  be  regarded  as  the  most  precious  and 
important  of  testimonies  to  his  claims. 

"  It  is  this,  indeed,  which  has  led  the  sceptics  and 
unbelievers  of  this  century  to  direct  such  persistent 
and  fierce  attacks  upon  the  Grospels.  It  has  been 
felt  that  if  they  are  trustworthy  records  of  what  our 
Lord  said  and  did,  the  chief  positions  for  which  the 
sceptics  have  contended  are  at  once  overthrown." — 
Dr.  Wace.f 

I  think  I  need  not  add  a  word  more  to  convince 
you  of  the  extreme  importance  of  proving  the  assertion 
on  the  title-page,  that  St.  Paul  is  the  real  author  of 
the  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  and  therefore  also  of  the 
Third  Gospel. 

There  is,  however,  one  other  important  result 
which  follows,  as  you  will  see  : — 

"  As  every  Biblical  scholar  is  aware,  there  is  no 
question  connected  with  the  Gospels  which  has  been 
felt  more  difficult  or  perplexing  than  that  which 
respects  their  origin." 

"  It  has  hitherto   been  the  opprobrium   criticorum 

*  Bampton  Lectures,  1877,  third  edition,  pp.  276,  322. 
t  "  Authenticity  of  the  Four  Gospel.^,"  p,  4. 
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that  they  have  not  been  able  to  give  any  probable 
account  of  this  matter,"  i.e.  the  origin  of  the  first 
three  Gospels.* 

If,  therefore,  you  should  be  convinced  by  my  argu- 
ments that  St.  Paul  wrote  the  Third  Gospel  at  Rome, 
you  will,  I  trust,  be  able  to  give  some  probable  account 
of  this  matter  also. 

II.  I  should  now  like  to  offer  a  few  observations  in 
reply  to  the  remark  that  it  has  always  been  under- 
stood that  St.  Luke  wrote  under  the  influence  of 
St.  Paul.  No  doubt  this  is  true  as  far  as  it  goes. 
To  establish  this  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  more 
than  just  to  quote  these  few  words  from  Bishop 
Wordsworth  f  : — 

*'  The  statements  of  Christian  antiquity  concerning 
St.  Luke's  connexion  with  St.  Paul  ....  are  con- 
firmed by  the  internal  evidence  presented  by  the 
Gospel  of  St.  Luke." 

And  from  Professor  Westcott  X  : — 

"  The  distinctive  character  of  St.  Luke's  life  lies  in 
the  one  certain  fact  of  his  long  companionship  with 
St.  Paul.  The  earliest  writers  insist  on  this  with 
uniform  and  emphatic  clearness." 

Yes,  but  not  with  suflicient  clearness  to  convince 
sceptical  writers  such  as  Strauss  and  Zeller.  This  is 
their  account  of  the  matter  §  : — 

"  The  Gospel  of  St.  Luke  belongs  to  a  period 
in    which   it   is    scarcely    possible    that    there    could 

*  Dr.  Alexander  Roberts,  "  Discussions  on  the  Gospels,"  pp.  429, 
496. 

t  "Greek  Testament,"  Introduct'on  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel. 
|.   "  Introduction  to  the  Gospels,"  fourth  edition,  )>.  234. 
§  Strauss,  "New  Life  of  Jesus,"  E.  Tr.  \ol.  i.  p.  168. 
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be  any  companion  of  Paul  alive  and  composing 
books." 

"  The  first  testimony  in  favour  of  the  Lukan  origin 
of  the  Acts  "  (T  presume  Zeller  means  "  testimony  in 
favour  of  St.  Luke  being  the  author  of  the  Acts  ")  "  is 
a  full  century  later  than  the  presumptive  date  of  its 
composition  ;  its  mere  existence  cannot  be  proved  till 
the  year  170,  and  that  of  the  Third  Gospel  cannot 
be  followed  up  further  than  Justin  and  Marcion  " 
(a.d.  140).* 

'*  We  must  go  as  far  as  the  beginning  of  the 
second  century,  or  perhaps  one  or  two  decades 
further,  for  the  origin  of  the  Gospel;"  i.e.,  the 
Gospel  according  to  St.  Luke  was  not  written  till 
101-120  A.D.  t 

"  We  cannot  well  go  further  than  a.d.  130  for  the 
composition  of  the  Acts."  | 

"Much  rather  ....  is  it  probable  that  it  was 
written  some  years  before  the  last  date,  somewhat 
betwixt  A.D.  110  and  a.d.  125."  § 

You  know  that  tradition,  however  venerable,  counts 
for  very  little  in  this  last  quarter  of  the  nineteenth 
century;  and  even  if  we  admit  (as  Strauss  and 
Zeller  do  not  admit)  that  St.  Luke,  the  companion 
of  St.  Paul,  wrote  the  Acts  and  the  Third  Gospel, 

*  Zeller,  "Acts  of  the  Apostles,"  vol.  ii.  p.  263.  Sceptical 
writers,  even  down  to  our  own  day  (e.g.,  the  author  of  "  Super- 
natural Religion "),  have  tried  hard  to  prove  that  our  Gospel 
according  to  St.  Luke  was  derived  from  that  Gospel  which  the 
heretic  Marcion  used,  and  which  was  really  nothing  but  a 
mutilated  version  of  St.  Luke  (cf.  Row,  "  Bampton  Lectures," 
third  edition,  p.  269;  Westcott,  "  History  of  the  New  Testament 
Canon,"  fifth  edition,  p.  315). 

t  Ibid.,  p.  272.  +  Ibid.,  p.  280.  §  Ibid.,  p.  282. 
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lie  may  have  written  like  Clement  of  Rome,  another  of 
St.  Paul's  companions,  towards  the  close  of  the  first 
century,  thirty  years  after  the  death  of  St.  Paul,  and 
fifty  or  sixty  after  many  of  the  events  described ;  so 
that,  therefore,  we  do  not  necessarily  have  any  special 
guarantee  as  regards  much  of  the  matter  related. 

"  That  Jesus  Christ  lived,  taught,  and  died,  as  the 
Gospel  history  tells,  few  will  care  to  dispute.  But 
when  we  come  to  details — to  the  miracles  of  his  birth, 
life,  and  resurrection,  to  the  equally  stupendous  miracle 
of  his  unique  personality  and  character,  to  the  super- 
natural in  his  teaching,  and  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  founding  and  diffusion  of  the  Church,  we  are  met 
with  a  searching  demand  for  proof,  and  anything 
which  brings  the  life  and  ivories  of  Jesus  Christ  nearer 
to  our  historic  consciousness,  or  which  hears  on  the 
authenticity  of  our  testimony  to  them,  is  inestimably 
IMPORTANT."*  I  think,  therefore,  that,  by  demon- 
strating that  St.  Paul  was  the  author  of  the 
Acts,  I  shall  supply  just  the  missing  linh  which 
is  so  greatly  needed  to  unite  the  Christ  of  the 
Gospels  with  the  Christianity  of  the  Epistles  and 
the  Church  of  to-day. 

III.  You  will,  therefore,  agree  with  me  both  as  to 
the  desirability  and  the  vital  importance  of  showing, 
as  I  certainly  can  conclusively  show  from  internal 
evidence,  that  the  voice  of  ancient  tradition  is  right 
when  it  asserts  with  Tertullian,  "that  some  made 
St.  Paul  the  author  of  his  {i.e.  St.  Luke's)  Gospel " ; 
and  with  the  writer  of  the  Synopsis  ascribed  to 
Athanasius,  that  "  the  Gospel  of  Luke  was  dictated 

*  From  a  recent  (1883)  able  review  in  the  Guardian. 
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by  the  Apostle  Paul,  and  written  and  published  by 
the  blessed  Apostle  and  physician  Luke  "  ;  and  also 
that  St.  Chrysostom  was  an  able  and  correct  critic 
when  he  said  that  he  "  found  in  it  the  style  of 
St.  Paul"  ;*  and  that  even  Marcion,  the  heretic,  was 
not  wholly  in  error  when,  by  admitting  into  his  Canon 
as  "  the  Gospel " — his  sole  Grospel — a  recension  of 
St.  Luke,  "  he  claimed  only  to  reproduce  in  its 
original  simplicity  the  Gospel  of  St.  Paul."  f 

Let  me,  before  proceeding  to  give  you  the  results  of 
my  own  investigations,  quote  the  opinions  of  some 
learned  critics  as  to  the  similarity  of  the  style  and 
language  of  St  Luke  compared  with  that  of  St.  Paul. 
You  will  remember  what  I  said  just  now  on  the 
authority  of  Bishop  Wordsworth,:}:  "That  the  state- 
ments of  Christian  antiquity  concerning  St.  Luke's 
connexion  with  St.  Paul  ....  are  confirmed  by  the 
internal  evidence  presented  by  the  Gospel  of  St.  Luke." 
"  As  St.  Paul  ....  was  eminently  the  Apostle  of  the 
Gentiles,  so  St.  Luke  ....  may  be  entitled  the  Evan- 
gelist of  the  heathen  world"  "It  is  his  special  pur- 
pose and  fixed  resolution,  as  it  was  of  St.  Paul, 
to  preach  Christ  crucified.  Christ  the  Sacrifice, 
Christ  the  Priest  of  the  World  is  the  central  figure 
of  his  Gospel." 

Dean  Alford  says   (though  I  must  not  claim  his 
authority  for  the  authorship  of  St.  Paul)  §  : — 

"  It  is  a  remarkable  coincidence  that  the  account  of 

*  Quoted  by  Townson,  "  Discourses  on  Gospels,"  vol.  i.  p.  35. 
t  Westcott,  "History  of  the  New  Testament  Canon,"  5th  ed., 
pp.  312-315. 

t  "Greek  Testament,"  vol.  i.  pp.  157,  163. 

§  "  Greek  Testament,"  vol.  i.,  "  Proleg.,"  pp.  42,  43. 
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the  institution  of  the  Lord's  Supper  should  be  nearly 
verbatim  the  same  in  Luke  xxii.  19,  and  in  1  Cor. 
xi.  23." 

"  Doubtless  we  may  trace  a  similar  cast  of  mind 
and  feeling  in  some  instances,  as,  e.g.,  Luke's  care- 
fulness to  record  the  sayings  of  our  Lord  which  were 
assertive  of  his  unrestricted  love  for  Jew  and  Grentile 
alike  ....  We  may  observe,  too,  that  in  Luke  those 
parables  and  sayings  are  principally  found  which  most 
directly  regard  the  great  doctrine  of  man's  free  justi- 
fication by  grace  through  faith."  Surely  this  is  the 
special  doctrine  of  St.  Paul, — a  doctrine  so  important 
that  Luther,  as  we  know,  held  it  to  be  the  crucial  test 
*'  stantis  aut  cadentis  Ecclesise." 

Dr.  Townson  observes  *  :  "It  was  said  of  St.  Luke 
by  the  ancients  'that  he  taught  the  Gospel  which  Paul 
preached ' ;  and  critics  remark  that  there  is  often  great 
affinity  in  their  phrases,  of  which  the  account  given 
by  them  of  the  institution  of  the  Lord's  Supper  has 
frequently  been  brought  as  an  example.  A  sen- 
tence is  quoted  as  Scripture  (1  Tim.  v.  18),  '  The 
labourer  is  worthy  of  his  reward,'  which  we  no- 
where meet  with  precisely  in  these  words,  except 
Luke  X.  7.  The  language  of  the  precept  in  the 
next  verse,  '  Eat  such  things  as  are  set  before 
you,'  is  the  same  with  that  in  1  Cor.  x.  27,  'What- 
soever is  set  before  you  eat.'  Another  instance  of 
agreement  in  language  is  produced  by  Gi-rotius  on 
Luke  xxi.  34,  compared  with  1  Thess.  v.  3  (al4>v»8iof 

Bengel — "the    admirable  Bengel,"   as  Archbishop 

*  "  Discourses  on  the  Gospels,"  ed.  Churton,  vol.  i.  p.  205. 
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Trench  calls  him,  whoso  work  Bishop  Ilillicott  speaks 
of  as  being  "  marvellous  in  tlie  fruitful  brevity  of 
its  comments,"  *  and  who  is  generally  allowed  rem 
acu  tetigisse, — Bengel,  speaking  of  the  two  whole 
years  Paul  was  at  Rome,  says,  that  the  Acts  were 
written  at  that  time  "  diit  ante  martyrium  Fauli,  et 
sine  dubio  voluntate  PauU  editusJ^  And,  on  the  pre- 
face to  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  he  says  also,  *'  Ceterum 
excitatus  Lucce  stilus,  qui  cum  Isetissimo  Actorum 
argumento,  exsecutionem  Novi  Testament!  complec- 
tentium,  apprime  convenit,  ex  multorum  annorum 
consuetudine,  quam  cum  Paulo  Lucas  coluit,  nonnihil 
traxisse  videtur.^^ 

I  will  only  append  the  following  remark  by  Dean 
Plumptref  in  Bishop  Ellicott's  "Commentary":— "In 
the  case  of  the  Gospel  of  St.  Luke,  there  is  so  close 
an  agreement  between  its  vocabulary  and  that  of  St. 
Paul  that  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  the  one  writer  was  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  other." 

You  will  say,  perhaps,  If  this  is  acknowledged,  why 
take  any  further  trouble?  You  will  recollect  that 
Strauss  and  Zeller  do  not  acknowledge  this,  and  even 
Dean  Plumptre  himself  says,  "  There  is  not  the  shadow 
of  a  trace  in  the  Epistles  that  the  writer  had  read  the 

Acts There  is  not  the  shadow  of  a  trace  in 

the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  that  the  writer  had  read 
the  Epistles  or  even  knew  of  their  existence ;  "  |  and 
again :  "  It  is  probable  that  neither  St.  Luke  nor 
St.  Mark  wrote  his  Gospel  in  its  present  form  until 

*  Preface,  "Introduction  to  the  New  Testampnt,"  p.  5. 
t  "  Introduction  to  the  New  'IVstament,"  p.  147. 
I  "The  Acts,"  Bishop  Ellicott's  "Commentary,"  Introduction,  p.  8. 
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the  two  great  Apostles  whom  they  served  had  entered 
into  their  rest."  * 

You  will  see,  therefore,  that  I  am  not  wasting 
labour  on  a  needless  task  in  proposing  to  establish 
this  point  in  opposition  to  Strauss  and  Zeller ;  and  in 
endeavouring  to  prove  more  even  than  this,  namely, 
that  St.  Paul  was  the  true  author  of  the  Third  Gospel 
and  of  the  Acts,  though  Luke,  as  well,  perhaps,  as 
Mark,  and  Timothy,  and  others,  may  have  acted  as 
his  amanuensis.  The  hand  may  be  the  hand  of  St. 
Luke,  but  the  voice  is  the  voice  of  St.  Paul.  I  shall 
thus  prove  (in  opposition  to  M.  Renan,  who  says,  "  the 
twenty-first  chapter  of  St.  Luke,  which  is  inseparable 
from  the  rest  of  the  work,  was  certainly  written 
after  the  siege  of  Jerusalem,"!  that  is,  after  a.d.  70), 
that  the  whole  of  St.  Luke's  Gospel  must  have  been 
written  down  before  June,  a.d.  68,  if  not,  as  seems  most 
probable,  before  the  end  of  a.d.  64 ;  I  and  I  shall  thus 

*  "St.  Mark,"  Bishop  Ellicott's  "Commentary,"  Introduction, 
p.  13. 

t  Quoted  by  Dr.  Wace,  "Authenticity  of  the  Four  Gospels," 
p.  14. 

I  M.  Renan  says,  "  Hibbert  Lectures,"  p.  90  :  "  Solid  reasons 
lead  us  to  believe  that  Paul  also  suffered  martyrdom  at  Rome.  It  is, 
then,  natural  to  refer  his  death  also  to  the  episode  of  July-August, 
A.D.  64,"  i.e..  the  first  authorised  persecution  of  the  Christians  by 
the  Roman  Government,  which  took  place  under  Nero  (Neander, 
"  Church  History,"  vol.  i.  p.  130).  "  We  can,  without  improba- 
bility, connect  the  deaths  of  the  apostles  Peter  and  Paul  with  the 
event  just  narrated,"  i.e.,  the  persecution  by  Nero,  a.d.  64.  The 
prophecy  in  St.  Luke  xxi.,  as  M.  Renan  points  out,  is  "inseparable 
from  the  rest  of  the  book,"  and  therefore  must  have  been  recorded 
in  writing  even  before  the  Jewish  War  broke  out  in  a.t>.  65,  when 
Gessius  Florus  was  procurator  of  Judea,  and  Cestius  Gallus  governor 
of  Syria  (Kitto's  "  Bible  History  of  the  Holy  Land,"  p.  491). 
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prove  that  the  contents  of  St.  Luke's  Gospel  come 
to  us  with  the  same  weight  of  authority  as  any  of 
St.  Paul's  Epistles,*  and  is,  like  them,  stamped  for  all 
time  for  us  Gentile  Christians  with  the  imprimatur  of 
the  great  Apostle  of  the  Gentiles,  who  had  seen  and 
conversed  with  Peter  and  John,  the  two  pillars  of  the 
early  Church, f  chief  of  those  twelve  Apostles  who  were 
chosen  by  Christ  Himself,  and  who  had  companied 
with  Him,  during  His  earthly  life,  all  the  time  that 
the  Lord  went  in  and  out  among  them.  J 

I  greatly  desire  to  remove  this  important  matter 
from  the  uncertain  and  unstable  ground  of  tradition 
and  surmise,  and  to  place  it  on  the  solid  foundation 
of  scieutificalhj  demonstrated  fact. 

In  my  next  letter  I  will  tell  you  something  of  the 
results  of  my  own  researches. 

*  Paley  points  out  in  St.  Paul's  writings,  "  the  air  of  reality  and 
business,  as  well  as  of  seriousness  and  conviction,  which  pervades 
the  whole  ....  in  almost  every  page  the  language  of  a  mind 
actuated  by  real  occasions,  and  operating  upon  real  circumstances." 
— "  Hor«  Paulina,"  p.  '666. 

t  Gal.  ii.  9.  +  Acts  i.  21,  22. 


c  2 


20  St.  Paul  the  Author  of  the  Acts.      [Letter  II. 


LETTER   II. 

ON    THE     WOEDS     COMMON     OR     PECULIAE    TO     ST.    LUKE,    OR 
THE    ACTS,    AND    TO    ST.    PAUL. 

Let  me  now  set  before  you  the  result  yielded  by  the 
process  of  verbal  analysis. 

There  are  about  1,750  distinct  words  in  St.  Luke. 
One-half  of  these — that  is,  875  words — are  actually  to 
be  found  in  the  thirteen  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  (for  I  do 
not  for  this  purpose  include  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews). 
Every  second  word  used  in  the  Gospel  according  to 
St.  Luke  is  a  word  used  by  St.  Paul  in  one  or  more 
of  his  Epistles. 

There  are  about  1,450  distinct  words  used  in  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles.  About  one-third,  or  550,  of 
these  are  to  be  actually  found  in  the  Epistles  of 
St.  Paul,  which,  it  is  needless  to  point  out,  did  not 
exhaust  his  entire  vocabulary.  There  are  thus  cer- 
tainly fully  1,000  words,*  perhaps  more,  to  be  found 
in  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  out  of  perhaps  2,750,  which  is 
probably  rather  over  the  number  of  distinct  words  in 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  together.  The  inference  is  irre- 
sistible that,  if  1,000  words — more  than  one  out  of 
every  three  employed  in  writing  the  history  contained 
in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts — are  actually  to  be  found 
used  by  St.  Paul  in  his  extant  Epistles — the  inference 

*  Many  of  these  550  words,  common  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul, 
previously  occur  in  St.  Luke,  and  are  included  in  the  875  words 
mentioned  above. 
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is  irresistible,  I  say,  that,  did  we  possess  a  larger 
legacy  of  St.  Paul's  writings  than  his  thirteen  Epistles 
in  which  to  search,  we  should  find  many  of — most  of 
— if  not  all,  the  others. 

More  than  this,  there  are  50  words  occurring  in  both 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts,  which  cannot  be  found  in  any 
other  portion  of  the  New  Testament  except  St.  Paul's 
Epistles,  such  as  to  a-corrifnov,  rrpBO-^uTs^inv — see  Ap- 
pendix II.  {a).  There  are,  in  addition,  80  other  words 
— Appendix  II.  {b) — in  St.  Luke,  peculiar  to  St.  Paul, 
making  130  words  in  St.  Luke,  only  to  be  found  in  the 
New  Testament  in  St.  Paul's  writings;  while  there  are 
89  other  words  (making  nearly  140  words  altogether) 
in  the  Acts  peculiar  to  St.  Paul — Appendix  II.  (c) — 
that  is,  a  sum  total  of  220  words,  in  St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts  together,  which  St.  Paul  alone  uses  of  all  the  New 
Testament  writers.  If  we  add  to  these  30  proper  names 
peculiar  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul  we  have  a  grand 
total  of  250  words  used  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts, 
not  only  to  be  found  in  St.  Paul's  writings,  but  to 
be  iowndi  noivliere  else  in  the  New  Testament.  There 
are,  also,  several  words — see  Appendix  II.  {d) — in  St. 
Luke  and  in  the  Acts  which  are  found  nowhere  else, 
but  kindred  forms  of  which  are  peculiar  to  St.  Paul : — 
for  instance,  (ruyxaTanSsa-Bai,  sxy.uxrrjpi^siv  (St.  Luke)  ; 
o-vyxaraSsfTLg  (St.  Paul)  ;  [xoxrrjpi(:^s(r$ai  (St.  Paul)  ; 
<^i7\.oaro(Pog  (Acts)  ;  xarotvu(r(r&iv  (Acts)  ;  tpi7vo(Toipia.  (St. 
Paul)  ;   xarccvu^ig  (iSt.  Paul).* 

*  There  are,  moreover,  other  words  used  in  St.  Luke,  or  in  the 
Acts,  and  by  St.  Paul,  which  are  very  noteworthy,  though,  perhaps, 
they  may  be  found  used  once  or  twice  by  other  New  Testament 
writers,  such  as  Trnpacei(Toe  and  oXoKXripoQ,  both  from  the  LXX. 

I  must    call   your   atteution    hero   to   three   important    words — 
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Some  of  these  250  words  are  somewhat  rare  or 
striking  words  (uTrcoTria^siv,  TrXTjpof^iopeiv,  Trapap^sijtxa^eij/, 
^(vypsiv),  while  many  are  important  words — verbs — 
compound  words;  some,  indeed,  hke  (rv[X7rapayivs(rQaij 
£7rava7rau£(rQai,  (Tuvavri'Kay.^avea-bai,  (T0^7rapaXaiJ.^avsiv, 
(Tovsv^oxsiv,  (Tvvsx^riiJLog  (for  which  Plutarch  is  the  only 
reference  given  in  Liddell  and  Scott),  being  double 
compound  words  (rather  condensed  phrases  than 
single  words)  ;  while  voixoli^aa-xakog,  to  be  found  both 
in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts,  is,  as  far  as  I  know,  to 
be  found  in  no  other  Greek  writer  ivhatever,  besides 
St.  Paul,  and  Trpsa-^urspiov  (from  the  Apocrypha,  the 
History  of  Susanna),  common  to  St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts  and  to  St.  Paul,  and  Buayys7\.i(rTrig,  common  to 
the  Acts  and  to  St.  Paul,  are  words  not  to  be  found 
in  any  other  Greek  writer  up  to  the  end  of  the  first 
century  at  least,  and  then  only  in  ecclesiastical 
authors,  who  probably  would  derive  them  from  St. 
Paul's  writings. 

Now  let  us  turn  to  the  particles,  and  first  let 
me  quote  what  a  learned  lady  *  has  most  truly  stated 
in  a  little  work  of  hers  on  some  of  the  Hebrew 
Psalms  : — 

*'  The  small  particles  are  the  best  possible  detectives 
of    individuality    with    regard     to    authorship.     Any 

three  of  the  principal  verbs — Karrj^iiv^  used  in  connexion  with  Xoyog, 
as  in  Galatians  vi.  6,  TrXr]po(popeir,  napaKoXovdeiv — in  the  four  verses 
formiug  the  preface  to  St.  Luke  (see  Note  A.),  which  are  used  by 
St.  Paul  alone  of  New  Testament  writers,  the  two  latter  within  a 
dozen  verses  of  each  other  in  2  Timothy,  none  of  which  occur  in  the 
LXX,  except  irXripocpnpeu',  in  Ecclesiastes  once;  KaTrj^Eiv  being  used 
by  Philo,  JosephuH,  and  Plutarch ;  irapaKoXovdeiy  being  found  in 
Xenophon,  2  Maccabees,  and  Pulybius. 

*  "A  short  Essay  on  Pailms  IX.-X.,"  by  Mrs.  Eliza  Evans,  p.  56. 
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author  may  borrow  words,  or  use  tropes  which  he  has 
seen  elsewhere ;  but  the  small  particles  will  be  his 
own  which  have  been  familiar  to  him  from  infancy, 
and  which  will  unconsciously  go  with  him  to  the 
grave." 

Bearing  this  in  mind,  let  us  examine  the  particles  in 
this  case.  We  find — Appendix  I.  (<x)* — 10  particles, 
or  words  used  as  particles,  in  both  St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts  which  are  only  to  be  found  in  St.  Paul's  Epistles ; 
7  more  peculiar  to  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul ;  11  others 
peculiar  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul,  that  is  altogether 
17  particles  in  St.  Luke  and  21  particles  in  the  Acts 
jjecuUar  to  St.  Paul,  or,  as  10  of  these  are  common  to 
both  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts,  28  particles  in  the  two 
works  peculiar  to  St.  Paul.  How  did  these  28  particles 
Ijeculiar  to  St.  Paul  creep  into  a  work,  the  first  part 
of  which — St.  Luke — expresses  so  fully  the  doctrinal 
views  of  St.  Paul,  and  the  second  part  of  which — the 
Acts — gives  so  full  and  minute  an  account  of  the  per- 
sonal experiences,  the  sayings,  doings,  hopes,  wishes, 
and  fears,  and  even  visions — the  inner  history — of  St. 
Paul,  the  substantial  truth  of  which  can  be  easily 
tested  by  a  comparison  with  his  13  extant  Epistles, 
as  Paley  has  done  in  his  "  Horce  Paulinge  "  and  Blunt  in 
his  "  Undesigned  Coincidences  "  ?  Can  it  be  merely  a 
strange  chance  that  these  doctrines  and  this  history 
should  be  recorded  by  means  of  particles  which  imme- 
diately and  irresistibly  suggest  the  idea  that  St.  Paul 
himself  is  the  author  ? 

As  the   Greek  text  of  the  New  Testament  varies 

■*  There  are  fully  sixty  particles  given  in  the  Appendix  common  to 
St.  Luke,  or  the  Acts,  and  St.  Paul ;  there  are,  doubtless,  others,  but 
these  will  suffice. 
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according  to  each  editor's  judgment,  having  never 
yet  been  satisfactorily  or  authoritatively  settled,  some 
slight  deductions  may  have  to  be  made  from  this 
total  of  the  number  of  the  particles ;  but  not  from 
their  collective  weight  in  argument.  It  will  not  invali- 
date the  argument  as  to  authorship,  if  we  find  that 
there  are  25,  or  even  only  20,  such  particles  ("  the 
best  possible  detectives  as  to  the  individuality  of  the 
author  ")  which  are  used  by  St.  Paul  alone,  and  which 
are  to  be  found  in  this  work  that  has  generally  been 
more  or  less  connected  with  St.  Paul's  name  and 
influence.  Some  reasonable  explanation  must  be 
given  to  account  for  the  presence  of  these  20  particles 
2jeculiar  to  St.  Paul.  My  explanation,  which  is  very 
simple,  is,  that  St.  Paul  himself  placed  them  where 
they  are. 

Let  me  sum  up  the  results  we  have  obtained 
so  far  by  verbal  analysis.  Every  second  word  in 
St.  Luke,  and  every  third  word  in  the  Acts,  is 
actually  to  be  found  in  one  or  another  of  St.  Paul's 
13  Epistles;  1,000  words  used  in  the  narration  of 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  can  be  found  to-day  used  by 
St.  Paul  in  his  Epistles,  of  these  some  are  rare  and 
compound  words  ;  250  words  in  the  two  works  are 
peculiar  to  St.  Paul,  and  can  be  found  in  no  other 
passage  in  the  whole  of  the  New  Testament.  There 
are  60  or  more  particles  common  to  St.  Luke,  or  the 
Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul ;  while  at  least  20  particles,  the 
best  and  most  marked  proofs  of  an  author's  indi- 
viduality, peculiar  to  St.  Paul  are  used  in  the  history 
of  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts.  Is  not  the  only  adequate, 
reasonable,  and  scientific  explanation  of  these  facts, 
the  authorship  of  St.  Paid  ? 
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Before  bringing  this  letter  to  a  close  I  should  like 
to  add  a  few  words  as  to  certain  peculiarities  common 
to  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul,  some  of  which  are  not  to 
be  found  elsewhere  in  the  New  Testament.  I  will 
only  call  your  attention  to  the  use  of  si  with  the  Sub- 
junctive (St.  Luke  ix.  13 ;  Phil.  iii.  12),  nowhere  else 
in  the  New  Testament  * ;  to  the  use  of  jasv  without 
a  parallel  clause  with  8s  (Acts  i.  1,  and  all  through 
Acts,  and  Romans  vii.  12,  and  four  other  places  in 
Romans);  apot.  (in  St.  Luke  xi.  48  and  the  Acts  xi.  18), 
and  [jLsvouvys  (in  St.  Luke  xi.  28),  and  both  in  St.  Paul 
(Rom.  x.  18;  Gal.  ii.  21),  placed  at  the  beginning  of  a 
clause, contrary  to  grammatical  rules  and  general  usage; 
^  for  ftaXXov  r'  (Luke  xv.  7;  1  Cor.  xiv.  19);  sco^axav,  as 
in  the  LXX  (St.  Luke  ix.  36,  and  Colossians  ii.  1),  from 
the  old  form  swpajeavTi,  for  scopaxaa-i ;  the  Ionic  forms 
xsphria-cLg  (St.  Luke  ix.  25),  xsphri<rai  (Acts  xxvii.  21), 
xsp^r}<rco  (1  Cor.  ix.  19,  20) ;  the  Doric  forms  o8uvao-a< 
(Luke  xvi.  25),  xcco^da-ai  (Rom.  ii.  17;  1  Cor.  iv.  7); 
s^r^(TOL,  "confined  to  later  Greek"  (Winer,  p.  106), 
(Luke  XV.  24;  Romans  vii.  9);  rii/.oiprr^(ra,  the  first  aorist 
for  the  second  (Luke  xvii.  4 ;  Rom.  v.  14) ;  l^apriQiqv  for 
l^apuv^r^v  (Luke  xxi.  34 ;  2  Cor.  i.  8) ;  syri[xa  (instead 
of  sya[xrj(ra,  as  in  Matthew  and  Mark)  (Luke  xiv.  20; 
1  Cor.  vii.  9)  ;  uTrap^cov  used  frequently  by  St.  Paul 
and  by  St.  Luke,  but  by  no  other  Evangelist ;  add  to 
these  the  frequent  attraction  of  the  relative,  three 
times  in  St.  Luke,  seven  times  in  the  Acts,  and  seven 
times  in  St.  Paul,  while  it  occurs  but  once  in  St.  Mark 
and    twice   in    St.    Matthew;    and   irpoopi^siv   in    the 

*  "  As  to  the  Attic  usage,  the  general  rule  is  that  only  'iar  or  fiv, 
never  il,  is  used  with  the  Subjunctive  Mood." — Liddell  and  Scott, 
"  Greek  Lexicon,"  p.  358. 
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Active  Voice,  only  found  in  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul, 
until  Heliodorus,  about  a.d.  390.* 

A  study  of  these  peculiarities,  some  of  which 
no  doubt  are  more  striking  than  others,  will  at 
least  not  diminish  our  belief  that  St.  Paul  was  the 
author  of  the  complete  history  of  the  preaching  and 
establishment  of  the  Gospel  and  the  kingdom  of  God, 
contained  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts. 

In  my  next  letter  I  shall  examine  the  phrases  of 
which  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  are  largely  composed, 
and,  I  think,  with  the  result  of  confirming  this  belief. 

*  Acts  iv.  28  ;  Eom.  viii.  29,  30;  1  Cor.  ii.  7  ;  Eph.  i.  5,  11. 
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LETTER  III. 

ON    THE    THRASES    COMMON    OR    PECULIAR   TO    ST.    LUKE, 
OR   THE    ACTS,   AND    TO  ST.    PAUL. 

Let  us  now  see  what  results  an  examination  of  the 
expressions  and  phrases  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  will 
yield.  There  are  more  than  100  phrases,  112  at  least, 
common  to  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul,  and  more  than  100 
other  phrases  also  common  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul ; 
that  is,  over  200  phrases  in  the  two,  St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts,  which  same  200  phrases  St.  Paul  makes  use  of  in 
his  Epistles.  Thirty-four  of  these  phrases  in  St.  Luke 
and  16  of  these  phrases  in  the  Acts,  as  arranged  in 
Appendix  III.  (a)  and  (b),  or  50  phrases  in  all,  are 
common  to  both  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts ;  so  that  fully 
125  phrases  in  St.  Luke  and  nearly  135  phrases  in  the 
Acts  are  to  be  found  actually  written  in  one  or  another 
of  St.  Paul's  thirteen  Epistles.* 

*  A  few  of  the  phrases  are  not  identical,  but  present  some 
features  of  similarity  ;  and  it  is  possible  you  may  think  that  in  a  very 
few  this  similarity  is  scarcely  sufficient  to  justify  their  insertion; 
though  this  is  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Such  are  n£piTOj.ir]  otcrarjuepog  (Phil.), 

TrepiTE/jiEiy  ti)  oydoi)  //jueprt  (Luke)  ; 

and  ti(o  -or  itpearwTa  i/eroi'  (Acts), 

^la  rrjp  ivEtjThxrav  civayKrjv  (1  Corinthians). 
In  others  the  first  person  must  be  changed  to  the  third,  the  singular 
to  the  plural,  6  Qeoc  put  for  6  Kvpioc,  before  the  identity  would  be 
perfect.  On  the  other  hand,  the  list  given  does  not  claim  to  be  an 
exhaustive  one;  indeed,  I  have  discovered  several  additional  phrases 
since  the  Appendix  was  printed. 
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It  is  true,  indeed,  tbat  all  these  are  not  peculiar 
to  St.  Paul.  For  instance,  St.  Matthew  uses  rraps^siv 
fxoi  xoTTovg,  and  St.  Mark,  -j^'  /3ao-»X£<a  too  &sou,  and  St. 
John,  cctt'  ap^ris;*  but  there  are  50  phrases  in  St.  Luke 
and  60  in  the  Acts,  that  is,  110  phrases  in  St.  Luke 
and  the  Acts  together,  which  are  peculiar  to  St.  Paul, 
and  to  be  found  nowhere  else  in  the  New  Testament. 
I  leave  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  out  of  these 
calculations  altogether;  in  the  present  state  of  the 
case  I  am  not  justified  in  appealing  to  it  as  one  of 
St.  Paul's  Epistles.  There  is,  however,  such  a  manifest 
connexion  between  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  and 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  that  there  must  have  been 
some  one  mind  at  work  in  all  three ;  and,  if  we  can 
show  that  St.  Paul  wrote  the  Acts,  this  will  also  clear 
up  the  point  which  some  dispute  as  to  the  authorship 
of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews. 

Such  phrases  are  :  xaTr])(^£iv — Xoyog  (St.  Luke,  Gal.) ; 
6  Ipyarrig  a^iog  too  fxioSou  auTou  (St.  Luke  and  1  Tim.) ; 
St.  Matthew  has  a  similar  phrase  with  Trig  Tpo^i^g, 
instead  of  tou  [xia-Sou  ;  sv  h(noT7]Ti  xai  hixaioG-uvrj  (St.  Luke 
and  Eph.)  ;   ra  TrapaTiQsixsvcx.  ufxiv  eaSisTs  (St.  Luke  and 

1  Cor.)  ;  ai(^vi^iog  e<^i<rTavai  (St.  Luke  and  1  Thess.) ; 
^ssiv  Tip  TrvsupiOiTi  (Acts  and  Rom.)  ;  b  &sog — avoiysiv — 
Qupa  (Acts  and  Col.);  Qsog,  w  "kaTpsooi  (Acts  and  Eom.); 
TrapKTTavai — ^cou  (Acts  and  Rom.) ;  avro  irpcoTr^g  ^^[xspag 
(Acts  and  Phil.) ;  Tracra  (ruvsi'i^7}(ng  (Acts  and  2  Cor.) ; 
^s^saSai  Tov  T^oyov  too  Ssoo  (Acts  and  1  Thess.) ;  o\  ex 
TrspiTofxTjg  (Acts  and  Gal.) ;  ts'Ksiv  tov  ^po[xou  (Acts  and 

2  Tim.).  Some  of  these  phrases,  though  not  used 
by  other  New  Testament  writers,  are  perhaps  proverbial 

*  Some,  like   avoiyeiv   to   aro^a  and   airoCicovai  \oy()v,  come  from 
the  LXX  (Schleusner,  "  Lexicon  Veteris  Teetamenti  "). 
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or  common  expressions ;  such  as  o  spyarris,  &c. ;  sv 
oa-ioTrjTi,  &c.,  from  the  Book  of  Wisdom ;  but  others, 
such  as  ai<^vi^iog  sipKrravai;  ^s^sa-Qai  tov  Xoyov  toxj  0=ou  ; 
0  0£Of — dvoiysiv — Sitpa;  ol  ex  7r=f>iT0[J.rig;  "kaXsiv  y7\(orT<Taig 
— Trpo^rjrs'JS/v ;  tvo  7rvsu[xaTi  ^bsiv,  are,  to  the  best  of 
my  belief,  phrases  not  to  be  found  in  any  other 
Greek  ivriter  whatever,  or  only,  long  afterwards,  in 
ecclesiastical  authors. 

And  here  I  must  call  your  especial  attention  to  the 
phrase  vj  tro^/a  tod  &bou  (St.  Luke  xi.  49),  which  has 
so  puzzled  commentators,  even  Meyer,  the  prince  of 
German  commentators,  whose  remarks  are  generally 
considered  so  valuable,  but  who  has  given,  according 
to  Alford,  the  strangest  solution  of  the  difficulty. 
Alford  says,  "  i^'  o-oc^ta  rou  Qsou  sIttzv  here  =  syw  in 
St.  Matthew  "  (that  is,  our  Lord  Himself).  "  Various 
explanations  have  been  given.  The  difficulty  is  that 
no  such  passage  *  exists  in  the  Old  Testament." 
Alford  thinks  that  the  true  explanation  is  this : 
"  The  whole  saying  is  a  reference  to  2  Chronicles 
xxiv.  18-22  (though  only  Olshausen  and  Stier  have 
observed  this),  being  not  a  citation  but  a  paraphrase 
of  verse  19,  giving  a  true  sense  of  what  the  Wisdom 
of  God  intended  by  it:  '  He  sent  prophets  to  them  to 
bring  them  again  to  the  Lord :  and  they  testified 
against  them,  but  they  would  not  give  ear.'  "  This, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  does  not  at  all  explain  how 
r  0  o^ia,  row  0=ou  =  syw,  that  is  our  Lord  Himself,  as 
seen  by  examining  Matthew  xxiii.  34 ;  but  to  any  one 
who  remembers  that   St.  Paul  had  spoken  of  God's 

*  That  is,  no  such  words  are  to  be  found  in  the  Old  Testament  as 
seem  to  be  quoted  iu  the  remainder  of  verse  49,  "  I  will  send  unto 
them  prophets  and  apostles,"  itc. 
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purpose  in  Christ  as  >]  o-o(pia  too  0eou,  in  Romans  xi.  33,* 
and  had  preached  Christ  Himself  as  ©soy  o-o^ia 
(1  Cor.  i.  24),  it  does  not  seem  at  all  wonderful  that 
St.  Paul,  speaking  of  what  our  Lord  had  said  on 
this  important  occasion,  should  have  given  Him  the 
title  which  was  specially  appropriate — namely,  "The 
Wisdom  of  God." 

That  this  is  the  true  solution  of  the  difficulty  is 
confirmed  by  the  fact  that  in  the  account  of  our  Lord's 
performing  a  notable  miracle  in  the  presence  of  the 
Pharisees  and  others  "  who  were  come  out  of  every 
town  of  Galilee,  and  Judeea,  and  Jerusalem,"  the  Evan- 
gelist is  careful  to  tell  us  beforehand  (St.  Luke  v.  17) 
that  "  the  power  of  the  Lord  "  was  present  to  heal 
them,  thus  giving  the  corresponding  half  of  St. 
Paul's  phrase  in  1  Cor.  i.  24,  where  he  says  that, 
though  the  Jews  demanded  a  sign,  Christ  is  "  the 
Power  of  God  and  the  Wisdom  of  God."  Where 
Christ  is  working  miracles  before  the  unbelieving 
Pharisees  there  is  the  Power  of  God  manifestly  working, 
and  where  Christ  is  rebuking  the  Pharisees  and 
Scribes  for  their  sin  and  unbelief  there  is  the 
Wisdom  of  God  speaking.  The  Evangelist  exactly 
reflects  the  mind  of  St.  Paul.  Why  ?  Because  the 
Evangelist  is  St.  Paul  himself.  We  may  compare  also 
Luke  iv.  32,  Acts  viii.  10,  and  1  Cor.  i.  18. 

If  we  find  in  an  important  work,  containing  an 
elaborate  history  of  a  world-wide  movement,  with  the 
most  minute  details  concerning  one  man,  St.  Paul, 
who   may   truly   have   said    respecting    the    matters 

*  Compare  Eph.  iii.  5,  10,  written  by  St.  Paul  at  Rome,  where 
t]  ao(l)ia  Tov  Qeuv  and  ctTrooroXoi  Kai  irpocprjTai  are  to  be  found,  as  here 
(St.  Luke  xi.),  in  close  connexion. 
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recorded,  "  quorum  pars  magna  fui^^ — if  we  find  used 
in  this  history  200  phrases  of  this  man  who  filled  so 
unique  a  position — used,  too,  to  express  his  doctrinal 
views  and  opinions — is  it  mere  credulity  to  suppose 
that  this  narrative  must  have  come  from  his  mind,  if 
not  from  his  hand  ?  If  St.  Paul  had  chosen  to  write 
such  a  history,  what  particles,  words,  and  phrases 
could  he  have  used  but  those  which  we  find  used? 
And  is  it  not  more  likely  that  St.  Paul  would 
have  written  the  history  of  his  own  life-work  than 
St.  Luke  or  any  one  else  ?  In  a  word,  could  St.  Paul 
have  given  any  friend  the  loan  or  legacy  of  those 
100  phrases  peculiar  to  himself — to  write  an  important 
and  minutely- detailed  history,  of  which  St.  Paul  him- 
self is  the  Hero  ?*  We  need  not  apply  Bishop  Butler's 
canon  here,  unless  there  were  two  St.  Pauls  workinsf 
and  writing  in  that  age  (and  St.  Paul  is,  perhaps, 
excepting  our  Lord,  the  most  unique  character  in  all 
history,  as  the  book  of  the  Acts,  all  things  con- 
sidered, is  the  most  unique  work  which  antiquity  has 
bequeathed  to  us). 

The  writer  of  the  history  of  St.  Paul  in  the  Acts, 
who  uses  the  phrases  St.  Paul  uses  in  his  Epistles,  can 
have  been  no  other  than  St.  Paul  himself. 

*  Acts  xiii.-xxviii. 
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LETTER  IV. 

ON   THE    FIGURES    OF    SPEECH    COMMON    OR   PECULIAR    TO 
ST.    LUKE,    OR    THE    ACTS,    AND    TO    ST.    PAUL. 

Now  let  US  go  on  to  examine  the  various  figures  of 
speech.  There  are  fully  thirty-five  different  figures 
of  speech  *  common  to  St.  Luke,  or  the  Acts^.  and 
to  St.  Paul.  Twelve  of  these  figures  are  common 
to  both  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul, 
namely,  Hendiadys,  Paronomasia,  Litotes,  Metonymia, 
Syntheton,  Hypallage,  Oxymoron,  Ethos,  Pleonasmus, 
Parelkon,  Emphasis,  and  Euphemia.  Two  of  the 
most  important  and  marked  of  these  figures,  namely, 
Hendiadys  and  Oxymoron,  are  peculiar  to  St.  Luke 
and  the  Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul,  and  occur  nowhere  else 
in  the  New  Testament. 

Let  us  begin  with  Paronomasia,  one  form  of  which, 
a  play  of  words  of  similar  sound  or  derivation,  is,  as 
Archdeacon  Farrar  says,  St.  Paul's  most  frequent 
rhetorical  figure — a  figure  of  which  he  makes  most 
remarkable  use — there  are  fully  a  dozen  instances 
of  this  in  his  Epistles.  Let  me  point  out  one  in 
2  Cor.  iii.  2  :— 

St.  Paul  writes,  yivaxrxofx.evri  xai  avayiV(o(rxo[xi-V7}.  Is 
nothing  suggested  as  to  the  authorship  of  the  Acts 
by   finding  the  very  same  instance    of  Paronomasia, 

*  There  are  "  upwards  of  50  specimens  of  upwards  of  30  Greek 
rhetorical  figures  in  Sr,  Paul." — Farrar,  "  St.  Paul,"  vol.  i.  p.  630, 
Appendix. 


Letter  IV.]  The  Figuves  of  Speech.  33 

yivcotrxsis  a  oiva,yiva)(rxsic,  in  Acts  viii.  30  ?  Were 
there,  then,  two  men  going  about  the  world  in  that 
age  both  interested  in  the  spread  of  the  Gospel,  both 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  Judaism,  both  familiar 
with  the  innermost  circumstances  of  St.  Paul's  history, 
and  both  using  the  figure  Paronomasia  and  this  very- 
same  instance  of  it  ?  On  which  side  is  the  balance  of 
probability  here  ?  Would  not  Bishop  Butler  say,  on 
the  side  of  St.  Paul  being  the  author  of  the  Acts  ? 
Again,  what  is  simply  Xi[xoi  in  St.  Matt.  xxiv.  7  be- 
comes Xijttoi  xai  7^oi[xoi  in  Luke  xxi.  11.  Other  instances 
in  St.  Paul  are  to  be  found  in  Rom.  i.  20,  29,  80;  v.  19; 
1  Cor.  vii.  81 ;  2  Cor.  iv.  8  ;  v.  4. 

An  instance  of  Hendiadys  *  occurs  in  Luke  vi.  48, 
la-xaiTTs  xoLi  s^aSovs — he  "  dug  and  deepened,"  instead 
of  "he  dug  deep."  It  is  worth  noticing  that 
another  instance  in  Acts  xxiii.  6,  Trspt  s7\.7i-i^og  xai 
dvaa-Tcta-suig  vsxpcov,  occurs  in  a  speech  of  St.  Paul's ; 
and,  indeed,  there  are  one  or  two  other  instances  of 
such  figures,  as  well  as  of  phrases,  used  by  St.  Paul 
in  his  Epistles,  occurring  in  his  speeches  in  the 
Acts.  Take,  for  example,  ^«j>]v  xcci  ttvot^v  in  St.  Paul's 
address  at  Athens  (Acts  xvii.  25),  which  seems  to  be 
an  instance  of  both  Paronomasia  and  Hendiadys  com- 
bined ;  for  ^wriv  xai  ttvotiv  clearly  =:  Trvorjv  ^(or^g  in 
Gen.  ii.  7.  For  instances  of  Hendiadys  in  St.  Paul 
let  me  refer  you  to  Rom.  ii.  20,  27 ;  Eph.  vi.  18 ; 
Col.  ii.  8 ;  and  especially  Col.  ii.  5,  ^^ipcov  xai  ^"Ksttcov 
u[jt,a)v  Triv  rcL^iv,  "  rejoicing  and  beholding  your  order," 
instead  of  "  rejoicing  at  beholding,  &c."     No  forger 

*  "  Hendiadys  (vel  tr  Zi.a  Ivoiy)  est  figura  grammatica  syntactica 
qiiaudo  unum  per  duo  euuntiatur." — Bengel,  "Gnomon,"  ed.  Steudel, 
Index  iv.  p.  1097. 

D 
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could  have  inserted  these  examples  of  Hendiadys  in 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  so  naturally,  even  if  he  had 
thought  of  doing  so,  and  what  friend  or  disciple  of 
St.  Paul  could  have  penned  them  so  well  and  so 
naturally  as  St.  Paul  himself? 

Oxymoron  *  is  another  figure  of  speech  in  which 
St.  Paul  delights  to  express  his  breathing  thoughts,! 
SoLvarovixsvoi  xai  J8ou  ^co^sv  (2  Cor.  vi.  9)  ;  ^co<ra  rsSvrjxsv 
(1  Tim.  V.  6;  see  also  Rom.  i.  20).  Is  it  not  strange  to 
find  a  most  marked  instance  of  it  in  the  Acts  (v.  41) 
in  connexion  with  the  first  opposition  and  persecution 
on  preaching  the  Gospel — ^aipoursg  on  xaTrj^icoQrjo-av 
oiri[jLa(rQrivai — *'  rejoicing  that  they  were  accounted 
worthy  to  suff'er  shame  for  Christ's  sake  "  ?  Again, 
in  Luke  ii.  34,  Bengel  finds  "  insigne  oxymoron." 

We  find  an  instance  of  Zeugma  |  in  St.  Luke  i.  64, 
his  mouth  was  opened  and  his  tongue,  a  figure  used 
by  St.  Paul  (1  Cor.  iii.  2),  yaXa  ufj.ag  STroricra,  ou  ^pco^aa, 
*'  I  have  fed  you  with  (literally,  given  you  to  drink) 
milk  not  meat.^' 

We  find  an  instance  of  Anakoluthon  §  in  St. 
Luke  xxi.  6,  raura  a  QscopsiTS,  Tjjaspat  e'kBUG-ovrai,  and 
compare  Rom.  viii.  3,  to  yap  dhwarov  rou  voy.ov,  o  &sog 
TTSfxt^ag,  &c. 

*  "  Oxymoron,  a  witty  saying,  the  more  pointed  from  being 
absurd  or  paradoxical,  as  strenua  inertia." — Liddell  and  Scott, 
"Greek  Lexicon,"  fifth  edition,  p.  lOOL 

t  There  are  at  least  ten  instances  of  this  figure  (Oxymoron)  in 
St.  Paul's  Epistles. 

I  *'  Zeugma,  a  figure  of  speech,  wherein  two  subjects  are  used 
jointly  with  the  same  predicate,  which  strictly  belongs  only  to  one." 
— Liddell  and  Scott,  "  Greek  Lexicon,"  p.  579. 

§  "An  Anakoluthon,  where  the  construction  of  the  sentence 
changes,  and  becomes  ungrammatical." — Ibid.,  p.  89. 
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It  is  not,  perhaps,  necessary  to  do  more  than  to 
give  you  the  references  *  for  the  remaining  figures  of 
speech : — 

6.  Allegory  (Acts  xx.  29 ;  Rom.  vi.  23). 

7.  Hyperbole  (Luke  xviii.  5  ;  1  Cor.  xv.  52). 

8.  Hypallage  (Acts  v.    20 ;    Rom.  vii.   24 ;   Acts 

vi.  6  ;  Luke  xvii.  2 ;  Rom.  x.  14). 

9.  Periphrasis  (Luke  ii.  11 ;  1  Thess.  iv.  12). 

10.  Antithesis  (Luke  ii.  14;  Rom.  viii.  5). 

11.  Litotes  (Luke  xvii.  9  ;  Acts  xxvi.  19  ;  Philemon, 

verse  11). 

12.  Parenthesis  (Acts  i.  15 ;  1  Tim.  v.  23). 

13.  Aposiopoesis  (Luke  xix.  42 ;  Rom.  vii.  24). 

14.  Metonymia  (Luke  iv.  23 ;  Acts  xxvii.  9 ;  2  Cor. 

xi.  10). 

15.  Concisa  Locutio  (Luke  i.  85;  1  Thess.  v.  19  ; 

Luke  iv.  1,  2  ;  Rom.  i.  8). 

16.  Climax  (Acts  xxiii.  6 ;  Rom.  i.  23). 

17.  Anakephalaiosis  (Acts  vii.  1 ;  Rom.  viii.  30). 

18.  Antonomasia  (Acts  iii.  14;  Eph.  i.  6). 

19.  Ellipsis  (Luke  xv.  7 ;  1  Cor.  xiv.  19). 

20.  Anaphora  (Acts  xx.  22-25 ;  1  Cor.  iii.  9). 

21.  Chiasmus  (Acts  xx.  21 ;  Rom.  ix.  24). 

22.  Syntheton  (Luke  i.  75  ;  Acts  vii.  22 ;  Gal.  v.  22). 

23.  Ampliatio  or  Prolepsis  (Luke  ii.  11  ;  1  Cor.  xiv. 

22). 

24.  Asyndeton  (Luke  i.  17;  1  Cor.  xiii.  4). 

25.  Communicatio  (Acts  iv.  19 ;  1  Cor.  vi.  2). 

26.  Anantapodoton  (Luke  xiii.  9  ;  Rom.  ix.  22). 

27.  Antiphrasis  (Acts  xxvii.  8,  12  ;  1  Cor.  viii.  10). 

*  These  may  be  found  in  Bengel,  "  Gnomon,"  fifth  edition,  by 
J.  Steudel,  "  Index  Terminorum  Technicorum,"  p.  1087. 
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28.  Parelkon  (Luke  xii.  37  ;  Acts  xvi.  3  ;  1  Cor.  vi. 

15). 

29.  Catachresis  (Luke  xi.  8 ;  xvi.  8  ;  Rom.  iii.  27). 

30.  Ethos  (Luke  x.  29 ;  Acts  xxi.   39  ;  2  Cor.  vii. 

8,12). 

31.  Emphasis  (Luke  ii.  48;  Acts  xv.  18;   1   Cor. 

vii.  22). 

32.  Epitasis  (Acts  vii.  5  ;  2  Cor.  iii.  6). 

33.  Euphemia  (Luke  vii.  35 ;  Acts  ii.  39 ;  Rom.  i. 

17). 

34.  Pleonasmus  (Luke  xviii.  34;  Phil.  i.  23). 

35.  Synecdoche  (Luke  ii.  11 ;  Rom.  vii.  1). 

Dean  Howson  mentions  among  St.  Paul's  charac- 
teristic Metaphors  those  referring  to  the  athletic  games 
and  to  architecture — building.* 

We  find  a  Metaphor  relating  to  the  athletic  games 
in  Acts  XX.  24,  as  well  as  one  relating  to  building. 
Acts  XX.  32,  both  of  which  occur  in  St.  Paul's  speech 
to  the  Ephesian  elders;  and  the  Metaphor  of  "finishing 
the  course"  is  also  to  be  found  in  St.  Paul's  sermon, 
recorded  in  Acts  xiii. 

I  may  add  that  St.  Paul  uses  the  Metaphor  of  "  an 
open  door "  in  1  Cor.  xvi.  9 ;  2  Cor.  ii.  12 ;  and 
Colossians  iv.  3  ;  and  the  same  Metaphor  is  to  be  found 
in  Acts  xiv.  27  {^iiot  in  a  speech  of  St.  Paul). 

These,  perhaps,  suffice  to  show  that  just  the  same 
figures  of  speech  which  St.  Paul  freely  used  in  his 
Epistles  occur  in  other  writings — St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts — which,  if  there  is  any  force  in  argument,  any 
weight  in  accumulated  probability,  must  also  have  been 
the  work  of  St.  Paul  himself. 

*  Appendix  VIII,  Paley's  "  Hovje  Paulinfe,"  y.  442. 
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LETTER  V. 

ON  THE  PARALLELISM  IN  THE  ACTS  BETWEEN  ST.  PETER 
AND  ST.  PAUL,  AND,  ESPECIALLY,  ON  THE  PARALLELISM 
BETWEEN  THE  HISTORY  OF  CHRIST,  AS  RECORDED  IN 
THE  THIRD  GOSPEL,  AND  THE  HISTORY  OF  ST.  PAUL,  AS 
RECORDED    IN    THE    ACTS. 

Bishop  Lightfoot,  of  Durham,  says  :  * — *'  A  rough 
parallehsm  between  the  career  of  the  two  (St.  Peter 
and  St.  Paul)  reveals  itself  in  the  narrative  (of  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles)  when  carefully  examined." 

I  doubt,  however,  if  the  parallelism  is  not  more 
exact  and  finely  drawn  out  than  the  Bishop  indicates 
by  the  epithet  "  rough."  Dr.  E.  Zeller  sa^'^s  :  f — "  In. 
this  narrative  (the  Acts  of  the  Apostles)  there  exists, 
in  the  first  place,  the  most  remarkable  harmony 
between  the  actions  and  destinies  of  St.  Peter  and 
the  older  Apostles  on  the  one  side,  and  of  St.  Paul  on 
the  other :  the  two  parts  are  not  only  similar  in  the 
description  of  their  miraculous  works 

[see  chap.  ii.  43,  compared  with  chap,  xviii.  12 ; 

„  V.  16,  „  ,,  xix.  11 ; 

,,  viii.  6  f.,        ,,  ,,  xxviii.  9) ; 

but  there  is  also  no  species  of  miracle  performed  by 

*  "The  Epistle  to  the  Galatians,"  p.  342  (4th  edition), 
t  "  The  Contents  aud  Origin  of  the  Acts  Critically  Investigated," 
vol.  ii.  p.  115  (Eug.  Tr.). 
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Peter  in  the  first  part  which  is  not  attributed  to  Paul 
in  the  second." 

"If  Peter  opens  his  miraculous  activity  (iii.  2) 
with  the  healing  of  the  man  lame  from  his  birth, 
Paul's  first  miracle  of  healing  (xiv.  8)  is  like- 
wise a  'Xjui'kog  sx  xotkiag  ixrjrpos  aorou  ....  Of  the 
Pauline  (xiii.  6  ff*.  compare  xix.  13  fi".),  as  of  the 
Petrine  (v.  1  fi".)  judicial  miracles,  the  Acts  relate 
one  example." 

"  The  parallelism  of  the  Pauline  and  Petrine  miracles 
must,  therefore,  be  at  any  rate  regarded  as  his  own 
work," — that  is,  the  work  of  the  actual  author  of  the 
Acts,  as  distinguished  from  materials  supplied  by 
tradition. 

"  The  author,  whatever  part  of  the  material  he  may 
have  derived  from  tradition,  must  have  made  his 
selection  from  a  definite  point  ofvieiv.^ 

"  As  Paul  is  in  no  way  behind  Peter  in  the  glory 
conferred  by  miracles,  so  are  Peter  and  the  primitive 
community  in  no  degree  inferior  to  Paul  in  sufferings 
and  adversities  ;  so  that  this  parallel  likewise  must  be 
essentially  laid  to  the  charge,  not  of  history  or  tra- 
dition, but  of  our  author. 

"If  Paul  is  cast  into  prison  and  brought  to  judgment, 
the  same  occurred  first  to  Peter  and  John  (chap,  iv.), 
then  to  all  the  Apostles  (chap.  v.  17  ff*.),  and  again  to 
Peter  alone. 

"If  Paul  received  stripes  at  Philippi,  the  primitive 
Apostles  received  them  previously  at  Jerusalem. 

"If  Paul  was  stoned,  so  was  Stephen  stoned  to  death. 

"  If  the  Apostles  of  Palestine  were  the  object  of  a 

*  The  Italics  are  not  in  Zeller. 
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special  divine  providence,  Paul  enjoys  it  to  a  no  less 
extent. 

*'  Paul's  career  is  not  more  full  of  sufferings,  not  less 
marked  by  divine  providences,  than  is  that  of  Peter 
and  his  associates."     Again  :  * — 

"The  Pauline  speech,  which  contains  the  most  minute 
development  of  doctrine,  so  much  resembles  the  earlier 
addresses  of  Peter  and  Stephen  that  we  were  obliged 
to  acquiesce  in  the  opinion  of  those  who  regard  it  only 
as  an  echo  of  those  discourses." 

However  objectionable  and  offensive  may  be  the  tone 
and  spirit  of  Zeller's  remarks,  and  whatever  may  be 
the  explanation,  the  fact  he  points  out  cannot  be  gain- 
said, though  a  good  many  persons,  and  even  ministers 
of  the  Gospel,  must  have  read  the  Acts  without 
noticing  it ;  when,  however,  it  has  been  once  pointed 
out,  no  one  can  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  is 
a  distinct  parallelism  running  through  the  Acts  drawn 
by  the  author  between  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul,  in 
order  to  show  that  they  hotli  preach  the  same  Gospel, 
and  with  equal  authority. 

To  the  above  instances  of  parallelism  I  would 
add : — (1)  That  St.  Peter's  denial  of  Christ,  and  our 
Lord's  commission  to  him  (recorded  by  St.  Luke 
alone,  xxii.  32)  to  strengthen  his  brethren  when  con- 
verted himself  {Ixia-rpsi^siv)^  corresponds  to  St.  Paul's 
denial  of  Christ,  evidenced  by  the  persecution  of  His 
disciples  before  his  own  conversion,  and  previously  to 
receiving  his  commission  to  be  a  witness  for  Christ  to 
the  Gentiles  (as  related  in  Acts  viii.  and  ix.) ;  f  and, 

♦  Zeller,  vol.  ii.  p.  123. 

t  The  marked  parallelism  in  the  words  of  St.  Peter  at  Jerusalem 
on  this  occasion   (recorded   in   this    particular  form    by  St.   Luke 
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(2)  That,  whereas  up  to  the  time  of  the  ordination  of 
the  Apostles,*  St.  Peter  is  known  by  his  Jewish  name 
of  Simon  only,  afterwards  all  through  Luke  from  that 
time  (Luke  vi.)  except  in  the  case  just  alluded  to 
above,  when  our  Lord  addressed  him  familiarly  and 
solemnly,  as  "  Simon,  Simon"  (and  compare  as  parallel 
to  this  the  "  Saul,  Saul"  of  Acts  ix.  4),  he  is  known 
by  a  changed  name,  Peter;  and  similarly  St.  Paul 
is  spoken  of  by  his  Jewish  name  of  Saul  till  he  is  or- 
dained to  the  Apostleship  of  the  Gentiles  (Acts  xiii.);t 
thenceforward  he  is  always  known  as  Paul.  These 
two  instances  go  far  to  support  the  idea  that  Luke 
and  Acts  form  one  complete  work,  one  organic  whole 
in  the  mind  of  the  writer. 

If  you  will  consult  "  Histoire  de  la  Theologie 
Chretienne  "  of  Professor  Eeuss,J  you  will  find  the 
same  parallelism  pointed  out  with  more  brevity  and 
better  taste.     I  will  quote  a  sentence  or  two  : — 

"  II  est  impossible  que  le  lecteur  ne  soit  pas  frappe 
de  ce  parallelisme,  et  n'en  re5oive  I'impression  d'une 
parfaite  egalite  des  deux  apotres  au  point  de  vue  de 
Tautorite  ecclesiastique ;  il  est  done  naturel  que  nous 

alone),  and  the  words  ,of  St.  Paul,  as  he  was  about  to  make  his  last 
journey  to  Jerusalem,  can  scarcely  be  undesigned  on  the  part  of  the 
writer : — 

St.  Peter.  St.  Paid. 

Lord,  I  am  ready  to  go  with  I  am  ready,  not  to  be  bound 

Thee,  both  into  pi'ison,  and  to  only,  but  also  to  die  at  Jerusalem 
death  (Luke  xxii.  33).  Cf.  L.  v.  for  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
8,  and  1  T.  i.  15  {hfxapTwXog).  (Acts  xxi.  13). 

*  See  Zeller,  vol.  ii.  p.  242. 

t  ^ifxtova  bv  Kai  ihvonaae  Tlerpoi'  (Luke  vi.  14)  j  ^avXog  Se,  6  Kai 
IlauXoe  (Acts  xiii.  9). 

I  Vol.  ii.  pp.  332,  333. 
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supposions  a  I'auteur  rintention  de  produire  cette 
impression." 

And  again  : — 

*'  On  y  verra  (dans  Fhistoire)  qu'il  ecrit  principale- 
ment  pour  un  public  prevenu  contre  I'un  des  deux 
chefs  de  I'Eglise  [i.e.,  St.  Paul]  et  dont  il  veut  corriger 
les  prejuges." 

"  La  narration  de  Luc  s'applique  done  a  faire  res- 
sortir  surtout  des  traits  de  la  vie  publique  qui  con- 
statent  son  attachement  personnel  aux  devoirs  religieux 
de  sa  nation,  et  a  le  justifier  ainsi  de  1' accusation 
d'apostasie  prononcee  contre  lui  avec  acharnement." 

As  to  the  fact,  then,  of  the  intentional  parallelism 
between  Peter  and  Paul  in  the  author's  mind,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  and  no  disputing. 

Having  thus  established  clearly,  as  I  think  you  will 
be  ready  to  allow,  that  the  author  of  the  Acts  had  in 
his  mind  the  idea,  which  he  does  not  openly  express 
in  so  many  words,  of  drawing  a  complete  and  minute 
parallel  between  St.  Paul  and  St.  Peter  with  the  in- 
tention of  leaving  on  the  reader's  mind  the  impression 
that  St.  Paul  was  not  one  whit  behind  St.  Peter  or  any 
other  of  the  very  chiefest  Apostles  * ;  having  established 
the  fact  of  a  distinct  and  intentional,  but  yet  not  openly 
expressed,  parallehsm  in  the  Acts  concerning  St.  Paul 
and  St.  Peter  (which  in  itself  is  a  weighty  fact  in  sup- 
port of  the  authorship  of  St.  Paul),t  I  propose  to  point 
out  now  that  there  is  another  just  as  distinct  and 
intentional,  and  yet  not  openly  expressed,  parallelism 
drawn  by  the  author  of  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  be- 
tween St.  Paul  in  the  Acts  and  our  Lord  Himself  in  the 
Third  Gospel.  These  can  be  best  traced  in  the  Greek 
*  2  Cor.  xi.  5.  t  Cf.  Gal.  ii.  7,  8. 
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original,  and  for  this  I  must  refer  you  to  Appendix  B  * ; 
but  something  can  be  gathered  even  from  the  EngHsh 
version.  I  must,  first,  however,  draw  your  attention 
to  the  general  parallelism  consisting  in  the  facts 
narrated  that  St.  Paul,  following  the  example  of  our 
Lord, — 

1.  Went  about  preaching  in  the  synagogues  the 
Gospel,  teaching  the  Word  of  God,  and  proclaiming 
the  Kingdom  of  God  (Luke  iv.  15,  16;  Acts  xvii.  1-3; 
xviii.  4) ; 

2.  Worked  miracles,  and,  especially, 

3.  Laid  hands  on  the  sick  and  healed  them  (Luke 
iv.  40;  Acts  xxviii.  8-10). 

4.  He  was  opposed,  and  persecuted,  and  rejected  by 
his  own  countrymen,  the  Jews,  especially  by  the  chief 
priests  and  the  rulers  of  the  people,  even  from  the 
commencement  of  his  preaching  at  Damascus,  as  our 
Lord  had  been  almost  from  the  beginning  of  His 
ministry  at  Nazareth  (Luke  iv.  28,  29 ;  Acts  ix.  23). 

6.  He  was  so  opposed  and  persecuted  in  preaching 
the  Gospel  and  trying  to  bring  the  Jews  to  repentance, 
to  give  them  a  blessing,  and  to  do  them  the  greatest 
good  possible. 

6.  In  spite  of  opposition  the  word  preached  spread 
(Luke  xii.  1 ;  xiii.  17;  xix.  37;  Acts  vi.  7;  xix.  20). 

7.  This  persecution  culminated  in  a  plot  to  put  him 
to  death  (Luke  xxii.  2  ;  Acts  xxiii.  12-14). 

8.  St.  Paul,  as  well  as  our  Lord,  being  under  the 
protection  of  the  Romans,  the  Jews  made  accusations 
with  a  view  to  effect  their  purpose  (Luke  xxiii.  1,2; 
Acts  xxiv.  2,  3 ;  xxv.  24). 

9.  The  ultimate    scene    of    this    persecution   was 

*  Page  119. 


Letter  V.]  The  Parallelism,.  43 

Jerusalem,   the   capital   of   the   Jews — the   holy  city 
(Luke  xix.  47 ;  Acts  xxi.  30,  36). 

10.  St.  Paul,  as  well  as  Christ,  went  up  to  Jerusalem 
to  meet  what  should  befall  him,  knowing  beforehand 
what  awaited  him  (St.  Luke  xviii.  31-33;  Acts  xxi.  11). 
This  marked  parallelism  is  rendered  more  complete 
by:- 

11.  The  seizure  at  Jerusalem  by  the  Jews  (Luke 
xxii.  47-52;  Acts  xxi.  27-30). 

12.  The  expostulation  with  the  multitude  (Luke 
xxii.  52,  53;  Acts  xxi.  40;  xxii.). 

13.  The  appearance  before  the  High  Priest  (Luke 
xxii.  54,  66;  Acts  xxiii.  1-5). 

14.  The  appearance  before  the  Roman  governor, 
the  accusation  being  substantially  the  same,  (1)  per- 
verting the  people,  (2)  stirring  up  sedition,  (3)  claiming 
sovereignty  for  Christ  in  opposition  to  Caesar  (Luke 
xxiii.  1,  2 ;  Acts  xxiv.  1,  2,  5,  cf.  Acts  xvii.  7). 

15.  The  appearance  by  order  of  the  governor  before 
one  of  the  Herods. 

16.  The  delivering  up  to  the  Roman  soldiers 
(Luke  xxiii.  25,  36  ;  Acts  xxvii.  1). 

The  following  are  the  more  strictly  verbal  paral- 
lelisms : — 

St.  Luke  {of  Christ).  The  Acts  (of  St.  Paul). 

1.  Ckrist  frequented  the  Temple.         St.  Paul  frequented  the  Temple 
They  found  him  in  the  Temple         And  they  neither  found  me  in 

(Luke  ii.  46).*  the  Temple  disputing,  &c.  (Acts 

xxiv.  12,  i.e.,  Paul  was  found  in 
the  Temple,  but  not  disputing). 

2.  Christ  taught  in  the  syn-  St.  Paul  taught  in  the  syn- 
agogues on  the  Sabbath.  agogues  on  the  Sabbath. 


*  See  Note  C,  VI.,  page  99. 
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And,  as  his  custom  (eludoc)  was, 
he  tvent  into  the  synagogue  on  the 
Sabhath-day  (Luke  iv.  16). 

3.  Christ  laid  hands  on  the 
sick  and  healed  them. 

He  laid  his  hands  on  every 
one  of  them  and  healed  them 
(Luke  iv.  40). 

4.  And  he  took  bread,  and 
gave  thanks,  and  brake  it  (Luke 
xxii.  19). 

5.  Christ  in  imminent  peril  of 
death  at  the  hands  of  the  Jews 
at  Nazareth,  escapes  the  peril. 

They  rose  up,  and  thrust  him 
out  of  the  city,  ....  that  they 
might  cast  hitn  down  headlong 
(Luke  iv.  29). 

6.  For  he  shall  be  delivered 
unto  the  Gentiles  (Luke  xviii. 
32). 

7.  The  chief  of  the  people 
sought  to  destroy  him  (Luke  xix. 
47). 

At  Jerusalem. 

8.  They  sought  (^rjTeif)  to  de- 
stroy him  (Luke  xix.  47). 

9.  The  Jews  stood  and  vehe- 
mently  accused  him  before  Herod 
(Luke  xxiii.  10). 

10.  Those  about  him  (our  Lord) 
(Luke  xxii.  49). 

11.  /  have  found  no  fault  in 
this  man  (Luke  xxiii.  14). 


And  Paul,  as  his  manner  (etw- 
0oe)  was,  went  into  the  syn- 
agogue, and  three  Sabbath-days, 
&c.  (Acts  xvii.  2). 

St.  Paul  laid  hands  on  the 
sick  and  healed  them. 

Paul  laid  his  hands  on  him 
and  healed  him  (Acts  xxviii.  8). 

He  took  bread  and  gave  thanks 
to  God  in  presence  of  them  all, 
and  when  he  had  broken  it  he 
began  to  eat  (Acts  xxvii.  35). 

St.  Paul,  in  imminent  peril  of 
death  at  the  hands  of  the  Jews 
from  Antioch,  who  came  to 
Lystra,  escapes  the  peril. 

Having  stoned  Paul,  they 
drew  him  out  of  the  city,  sup- 
posing he  had  been  dead  (Acts 
xiv.  19). 

They  shall  deliver  him.  into  the 
hands  of  the  Gentiles  (Acts  xxi. 

11)- 

The  chief  of  the  Jews  informed 
him  against  Paul,  laying  wait  in 
the  way  to  kill  him  (Acts  xxv. 
2,3). 

At  Jerusalem  (or  Caesarea). 

And  as  they  went  about  (^tfreiv) 
to  kill  him  (Acts  xxi.  31). 

The  Jews  who  came  down  from 
Jerusalem  laid  many  and  grievous 
complaints  against  Paul  before 
Festus  (Acts  xxv.  7). 

Paul  and  his  company  (Acts 
xiii.  13).     Seep.  120,  No.  9. 

We  find  no  evil  in  this  man 
(Acts  xxiii.  9). 
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Pilate,  the  Roman  governor, 
says : — 

12.  Nothing  worthy  of  death 
has  been  done  by  him  (Luke 
xxiiL  15). 

The  cry  of  the  multitude  : — 

13.  Awaywith  thia  man  {Lu^Q 
xxiii.  18). 

14.  He  delivered  Jesus  to  their 
will  (Luke  xxiii.  25,  36). 

15.  And  there  followed  him  a 
great  company  of  people  (Luke 
xxiii.  27). 

16.  Christ  quotes  Isaiah  vi.  9, 
10,  in  Luke  viii. 

17.  Charge  made  against  our 
Lord  (only  recorded  by  St. 
Luke) : — 

1.  Forbidding  to  give  tribute 
to  Caesar. 

2.  Saying  that  He  Himself 
is  Christ  a  King  (Luke  xxiii.  2). 

18.  Our  Lord  says  of  Him- 
self:— 

Thus  it  behoved  Christ  (o 
XpioToe)  to  svffer  (Luke  xxiv.  26). 


Festus,  the  Roman  governor, 
says : — 

When  I  found  that  he  had  com- 
mitted  nothing  worthy  of  death. 
(Acts  XXV.  25). 

The  cry  of  the  multitude  : — 

Away  with  such  a  fellow  from 
the  earth  (Acts  xxii.  22). 

They  delivered  Paul  unto  a 
centurion  (Acts  xxvii.  1). 

For  the  multitude  of  the  people 
followed  after  (Acts  xxi.  36).* 

St.  Paul  quotes  Isaiah  vi.  9, 10, 
in  Acts  xxviii. 

Charge  made  against  St.  Paul 
and  his  fellow-workers  : — 

1.  These  all  do  contrary  to 
the  decrees  of  Csesar. 

2.  Saying  that  there  is  an- 
other King,  one  Jesus  (Acts 
xvii.  7). 

St.  Paul  says  of  Christ : — 

Christ  (o  XjOtoToc)  must  needs 
have  suffered  (Acts  xvii.  3). 


We  may  easily  discern  from  these  parallel  quota- 
tions how  skilfully  the  author  has  inwrought  into  his 
narrative  the  facts  that: — 1.  St.  Paul  preached  the 
same  Gospel  as  Christ.  2.  He  was  charged  with  the 
same  offences.  3.  He  was  equally  innocent.  4.  He 
was  equally  persecuted. 

These,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  relate  to  the 
closing  scenes  at  Jerusalem.     It  is,  you  will  grant, 

*  This  refers  to  an  earlier  episode,  when  St.  Paul  was  first  seized 
at  Jerusalem,  and  No.  10  to  his  first  missionary  journey. 
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quite  impossible  that  tlie  writer  of  St.  Luke  and  the 
Acts,  who  did  draw  such  a  close  parallel  between  Peter 
and  Paul  without  telling  his  readers  that  he  was  going 
to  do  so,  can  have  drawn  such  a  marked  parallel,  both 
in  general  experiences  and  in  verbal  expressions,  be- 
tween St.  Paul  and  our  Lord  without  being  himself 
conscious  that  he  had  done  so.  This  is  utterly  incon- 
ceivable and  impossible  in  a  work  which  shows  such 
a  decided  selection  of  particular  matters  for  narration 
out  of  the  general  mass  of  materials,  and  which  dis- 
plays so  much  literary  self-consciousness  as  St.  Luke 
and  the  Acts  (see  Luke  i.  1-4;  Acts  i.  1).*  The  writer 
must  have  known,  when  he  recorded  that  Festus 
said  that  "  Paul  had  committed  nothing  worthy  of 
death,"  that  that  was  exactly  the  decision  of  Pilate 
with  regard  to  Christ,  which  he  had  already  recorded 
at  the  end  of  his  TrpwTog  'h.oyog,  or  first  section  of  his 
work;  and  when  he  wrote  of  the  multitude  at  Jerusalem 
saying  of  Paul,  alps  aurov,  he  could  not  have  for- 
gotten that  he  had  already  written  alps  rourov  as  the 
cry  of  the  multitude  at  Jerusalem  in  rejecting  Christ ; 
and,  even  granting  that  some  of  these  expressions  are 
chance  coincidences  of  language  (though  it  is  strange 
that  they  occur  with  regard  to  St.  Paul,  and  not  with 
regard  to  St.  Peter,  or  St.  John,  or  St.  James,  or 
any  one  else  mentioned  in  the  Acts),  the  remaining 
verbal  parallelisms, — namely,  those  numbered  2,  3,  6, 
7,  8,  9,  11,  12,  13,  17,  18, — are  altogether  too  clear, 
emphatic,  and  pronounced  to  be  set  aside  as  similar 

*  "  The  Gospel  of  St.  Luke  is  the  work  of  an  author  who  chooses, 
curtails,  and  combines." — M.  Eenan,  quoted  by  Dr.  Wace,  "Authen- 
ticity of  the  Four  Gospels,"  p.  14.  "St.  Luke  is  a  consummate 
painter  in  language." — Bishop  Wordsworth,  "Greek  Testament," 
fourth  edition,  "Introduction  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel,"  p.  161,  note  9. 
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expressions  used  by  the  writer  quite  unconsciously. 
The  author  who,  of  set  purpose  and  with  so  much 
skill,  drew  so  close  a  parallel  between  the  sayings 
and  doings  of  St.  Paul  and  St.  Peter,  could  not  by 
any  possibility  have  used  these  expressions  in  the  Acts 
regarding  St.  Paul,  which  correspond  almost  word  for 
word  with  the  expressions  he  had  previously  used 
regarding  our  Lord,  without  knowing  that  he  had 
done  so,  and  without  having  intended  to  do  so. 

I  have  said  that  the  chief  verbal  parallelisms  belong 
to  the  closing  scenes  of  our  Lord's  life  and  to 
St.  Paul's  last  visit  to  Jerusalem.  They  form  part  of 
the  account  of  the  sufferings  of  Christ  and  of  the 
persecutions  Paul  endured  for  Christ's  sake. 

Now,  what  man  was  it  (living  within  100  years  of 
our  Lord's  death)  who  was  most  greatly  interested 
in  introducing  into  a  history  of  St.  Paul  this 
parallelism — this  half-hidden,  and  yet  deliberately- 
designed  parallelism — between  St.  Paul  and  Christ? 
What  man  could  this  be  but  St.  Paul  himself? 

"Why  should  Luke,  years  after  Paul  was  dead  and 
gone,  have  taken  the  trouble  to  leave  this  subtle  evi- 
dence on  the  reader's  mind,  that  St.  Paul  was  a  true 
disciple  of  the  Lord,  taking  up  his  cross  and  following 
after  Christ,  ready  to  lose  his  own  life  for  Christ's  sake 
and  the  Gospel's  ? 

St.  Paul,  a  prisoner  in  chains,  accused  by  his  own 
fellow-countrymen,  regarded  with  suspicion  and  dis- 
like by  many  of  his  fellow-Christians,  had  the  best 
of  reasons  for  wishing  to  offer  such  an  admirable 
defence  of  his  own  conduct  and  actions  in  answer 
to  his  bitter  opponents  and  merciless  persecutors.* 

But  St.  Luke  could  have  had  no  object  in  writing 

*  Acts  xxviii.  15,  compared  with  Gal.  v.  11  and  Col.  iv.  10,  11. 
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thus  after  St.  Paul's  martyrdom,  wlien  he  might  so 
easily  and  naturally  have  expressed  freely,  in  bold, 
emphatic  words,  his  opinion  of,  and  his  love  and 
admiration  for,  his  great  leader. 

St.  Paul  had  these  very  ideas  in  his  mind  at  the 
time  he  was  a  prisoner  at  Rome — just  at  the  very 
time  when  there  seems  every  reason  to  believe  the 
Acts  must  have  been  written.  St.  Paul  had  pre- 
viously said  to  the  Corinthians  (it  was  one  of  his 
most  firmly-rooted  thoughts,  and  occurs  in  more  than 
one  of  his  Epistles) : — 

1.  "Be  ye  followers  of  me,  as  I  am  of  Christ" 
(iJnixrjTai)  =  imitators  (1  Cor.  xi.  1) — and  to  the 
Galatians, 

2.  "I  bear  in  my  body  the  marks  of  the  Lord 
Jesus,"  (o-T/yjotara)  ==  the  scars  of  his  wounds  received 
in  the  service  of  Christ  his  Master,  these  (rny^oLTcc 
being  the  marks  usually  branded  on  slaves  at  that 
time  to  indicate  ownership  (Gal.  vi.  17). 

Especially  notice  this  that  was  written  from  Rome. 

3.  "That  I  may  know  Him  (Christ),  and  the  fellow- 
ship of  His  sufferings,  being  made  conformable  to  His 
death"  (Phil.  iii.  10);  and 

4.  "  To  me  to  live  is  Christ "  (Phil.  i.  21 ;  see  also 
Phil.  iii.  7-14).     And 

5.  "  I,  Paul,  now  rejoice  in  my  sufferings  for  you, 
and  fill  up  that  which  is  behind  (lacking)  of  the  afflic- 
tions of  Christ  in  my  flesh  for  His  body's  sake,  which 
is  the  Church"  (Col.  i.  24). 

6.  See  also  1  Thess.  i.  6,  compared  with  ch.  ii. 
14-16. 

St.  Paul  at  that  time  was  the  only  person,  as  far  as 
we  know,  who  wrote  in  so  many  words  that  he  desired 
and  rejoiced  to  imitate  Christ,  even  in  the  experience 
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and  fellowship  of  His  sufferings.  And  St.  Paul  was 
the  one  person  who  had  the  strongest  motive  for 
presenting  his  life  and  conduct  in  this  light  as  a  true 
and  faithful  disciple  and  follower  of  Christ.  The  Acts 
give  the  most  minute  and  detailed  personal  history  of 
St.  Paul,  to  the  exclusion  of  most  of  the  other  Apostles ; 
and  in  the  Acts,  this  history  in  which  St.  Paul  is  chief 
actor,  we  have  this  singular  vein  of  distinct  paral- 
lelism (by  a  writer  who  has  been  shown  to  use  such 
a  delicate,  unavowed,  and  yet  intentional  system  of 
parallelism),  which  compares  St.  Paul's  experiences — 
especially  his  experiences  of  persecution  and  suffering 
— to  our  Lord's  own  experiences,  and  sometimes  in 
the  very  identical  words  used  about  Christ. 

If  these  facts  are  fairly  and  fully  considered,  in 
addition  to  the  other  many  proofs,  no  one  can  deny 
that  only  St.  Paul  could  have  been  the  author  of  this 
remarkable  work,  the  Third  Gospel  and  the  Acts. 

I  will  only  add  that  this  alone  clearly  establishes  the 
fact,  as  it  seems  to  me,  that  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  form 
one  history — one  complete  whole,  one  organic  concep- 
tion in  the  mind  of  the  writer  * ;  and,  therefore,  St. 
Luke,  0  TTpcoTog  y^oyog,  and  the  Acts,  o  ^surspog  "Koyog,  were 
written  at  the  same  period,  and  are  two  sections  or 
volumes  of  one  history — the  history  of  the  rise  and  pro- 
gress of  the  kingdom  of  God,  from  the  time  of  John 
the  Baptist  to  the  time  that  St.  Paul,  the  Apostle  of 
the  Gentiles,  was  teaching  and  preaching  the  Gospel 
of  the  Grace  of  God  at  Rome,  the  capital  and  centre 
of  the  world,  axcoXuro)^,  no  man  forbidding  him, — as 
Bengel  expresses  it,  Paulus  Bomce  apex  Evangelii. 

*  The  Acts  are  not  the  Appendix  to  St.  Luke,  but  St.  Luke  is 
the  Introduction  to  the  Acts. 
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LETTER   VI. 

ON   THE    GENERAL    CHAEACTEEISTICS   OF    ST.  LUKE    AND 

THE    ACTS. 

I  WILL  briefly  append  some  further  considerations, 
although,  after  the  direct  evidence, — the  stubborn 
facts — already  adduced,  you  will  agree  with  me  that 
this  is  quite  a  work  of  supererogation. 

1.  The  Acts  of  the  Apostles  (which  is  the  continua- 
tion of  the  Third  Gospel)  is  evidently  written  by  a 
Jew.  It  is  equally  evident  that  it  was  written  for  the 
use  and  on  behalf  of  Gentile  readers.* 

The  writer  continually  expresses  himself  in  the 
words  and  phrases  of  the  Jewish  Scriptures,  the  LXX 
version ;  as,  for  instance,  the  following  -.—ByBVBTo,  it 
came  to  pass  ;  x'kriBrivai,  to  be  called  =  to  be;  supsS7}vo(.i, 
to  be  found  =  to  be ;  vjp^aro,  before  another  verb ; 
the  use  of  dvaa-rag  before  another  verb ;  the  use  of 
the  participle  with  the  auxiliary  verb  slfxi — in  the  place 
of  a  finite  verb  ;  the  use  of  sv  t«>  with  the  infinitive 
instead  of  a  conjunction  with  the  proper  mood ;  and 
the  frequent  formula,  (hroxpSsig  e'nrs,  even  where  there 
is  no  previous  question  ;  the  use  of  ovojaara,  names 
(Acts  i.  15)  as  equivalent  to  persons  f  (as  in  Rev.  iii.  4; 
cf.  Numbers  i.   2 ;    xxvi.   53) ;    the  use  of  o  u-i^ia-rog 

*  See  Luke  v.  30 ;  vii.  3  ;  xix.  29 — "  the  Ttiount  called  the  Mount 
of  Olives";  xxii.  1,  7;  xxiii.  51 — "a  city  of  the  Jews  ";  Acts  i.  19  ; 
xiii.  45,  46 ;  xx.  3 ;  xxviii.  28.     See  also  paragraph  6  below. 

t  Hartwell  Home,  "  Compendious  Introduction  to  the  Study  of 
the  Bible,"  p.  82. 
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(St.  Luke  vi.  35 ;  Acts  vii.  48)  as  equivalent  to  b  Ssog 
(as  in  the  Psalins  and  elsewhere  in  the  LXX.);  ^(orroua-i, 
no  nom.  expressed,  "  they"  shall  give ;  a-TO[ta.fJia^a.if>ag^ 
the  edge  of  the  sword  ;  Trpoo-MTrov  tyjs  yr^g,  the /ace  of  the 
earth ;  mog  elpTjvTj^,  a  son  of  peace ;  c^o,8ov  ei^o^rfir^a-av, 
eTTiSujOKa  £7rsSuy.r](ra,  d7r6i7\.rj  oi7rsi7\.r](roixz(icc,  [xsvov  s/xsi/e, 
TrapayysXia  TraprjyysiT^aixsv,  ^laSrixriv  ^i-Ssto,  o6  ttuv  pri^oi, 
=  nothing;*  xat  =  ^,  the  Hebrew  Van  (Luke  xxiv.  18; 
of.  Isaiah  v.  4) ;  also  twice  so  used  in  St.  John's 
Gospel  (John  iii.  10 ;  vii.  4),  the  work  of  an  undoubted 
Jew,  see  below;  the  use  of  o  jdarog,  the  Hebrew 
measure,  the  na  (Luke  xvi.  6;  Ezra  vii.  22) ;  the  Hebrew 
mode  of  estimating  distance,  "a  sabbath  day's  journey" 
(Acts  i.  12) ;  the  Hebrew  mode  of  reckoning  time,  both 
feasts  and  fasts  (Acts  xii.  3;  xx.  6;  Actsxxvii.  9);  and 
the  use  of  the  simple  duot^aivsiv,  to  go  up  to  Jerusalem 
(Acts  xviii,  22). t  The  intimate  acquaintance  with  the 
Jewish  Law,  Temple,  Services,  and  Ritual,  as  well  as 
with  contemporary  Jewish  History,  combined  with  the 
constant  use  of  words  and  phrases  taken  from  the 
LXX,  I  all  prove  conclusively  that  the  author  was  a 
Jew.  The  arguments  used  by  Canon  Westcott,  in  his 
Introduction  to  the  Gospel  of  St.  John,§  to  prove  that 
the  author  of  the  Fourth  Gospel  must  have  been  a 
Jew,  apply  with  equal  force  and  point  to  the  Third 

*  St.  Luke  i.  8,  35;  ix.  36;  iv.  21;  Acts  v.  17;  i  14;  ix.  3; 
St.  Luke  ix.  49  ;  vi.  38 ;  xxi.  24,  35  ;  x.  6  ;  ii.  9  ;  xxii.  15  ;  Acts  iv. 
17  ;  V.  4,  28  ;  iii.  25  ;  St.  Luke  i.  37.     He  uses  lytviTo  sixty  times. 

t  Compare  the  expression,  *'  to  go  down,"  perfectly  familiar  to 
Oxford  men,  but  not  in  general  use  elsewhere. 

X  See  Grinfield,  "  Hellenistic  Greek  Testament " ;  St.  Luke  and 
the  Acts,  jjassim.     (See  also  Note  C,  IV.,  p.  98.) 

§  Canon  Westcott,  "The  Gospel  of  St.  John,"  IntroductioD, 
pp.  vi.-viii. 
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Gospel,  and  prove  just  as  conclusively  that  the  author 
of  this  Third  Gospel  was  also  a  Jew,  and  could  have 
been  no  other  than  a  Jew.  "  That  which  is  written  in 
the  ProjDhets  is  taken  as  the  true  expression  of  what 
shall  be."  "  The  Law  is  treated  as  only  a  Jew  could 
have  treated  it."  "  The  whole  narrative  shows  that 
the  author  was  a  Jew.  He  is  familiar  with  Jewish 
opinions  and  customs,  his  composition  is  impressed 
with  Jewish  characteristics,  he  is  penetrated  with 
the  spirit  of  the  Jewish  dispensation.  His  special 
knowledge,  his  literary  style,  his  religious  faith,  all 
point  to  the  same  conclusion."  .  .  .  .  "  From  first  to 
last  Judaism  is  treated  of  as  the  starting-point  of 
Christianity."  *    Luke  was  a  Gentile  (Col.  iv.  11, 14), f 

*  Cf.  Ebrard,  "Gospel  History,"  p.  100. 

t  Alford  says: — "From  Col.  iv.  11,  14,  it  would  appear  that 
Luke  was  not  horn  a  Jew,  being  there  distinguished  from  ol  uvtsq  Ik 
TrepiTOfirfQ.  It  is,  however,  quite  uncertain  whether  he  had  become 
a  Jewish  proselyte  previous  to  his  conversion  to  Christianity."— 
"  Greek  Testament,"  vol.  i.  "  Prolegomena,"  p.  40.  Now,  as  to  this 
latter  statement,  I  venture  to  remark  that  no  one  who  had  not  been 
accustomed  from  his  youth  up  to  hear  the  LXX  version  of  the 
Jewish  Scriptures  read  every  Sabbath-day  in  the  synagogue,  and  to 
study  it  for  himself  at  home  during  the  week,  could  possibly  have 
acquired  such  a  thorough  familiarity  with  it  as  to  be  able  to  write 
a  long  aod  important  history  in  its  peculiar  phraseology.  How 
could  a  Gentile,  how  could  a  Proselyte  of  the  Gate,  seeing  that  he 
was  not  a  member  of  the  Jewish  Church,  that  he  did  not  participate 
in  its  worship,  and  that  he  was  forbidden  to  study  the  Law  under 
pain  of  death,  possibly  have  acquired  this  perfect  familiarity  with 
the  LXX  ?  It  is  absolutely  impossible  that  St.  Luke  could  have 
been  the  author  of  the  Acts  if  he  was  a  Gentile  or  Proselyte  of 
the  Gate.  On  the  other  hand,  had  St.  Luke  been  a  Proselyte  of 
Righteousness,  he  would  have  been  received  into  the  Jewish  Church, 
he  would  have  imdergone  the  rite  of  circumcision,  and  become  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  a  Jew,  so  that  St.  Paul  would  not  have 
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and  probably  had  not  the  education,*  as  he  certainly- 
had  not  the  authority,  for  writing  such  a  great  work,  or 
the  power  of  procuring  its  reception  by  the  Church. f 

2.  Plainly,  the  work  is  an  extremely  important  work 
— an  unique  work, — the  history  of  the  progress  and 
triumph  over  opposition  of  a  new  form  of  religion. 

3.  Plainly,  it  is  the  work  of  an  educated,  $  able, 
travelled  writer,  who  writes  as  an  eye-witness,  and  as 
one  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  work  he  describes — 
"  We," — and  who  takes  the  keenest  interest  in  his  own 
narrative,  and  rejoices  in  the  successful  issue  of  the 
events  he  relates,  §  namely,  the  triumph  of  the  Gospel 
over  every  form  of  opposition,  and  the  extension  of 
the  kingdom  of  God  far  and  wide  among  the  Gentiles. 

4.  From  the  vividness  and  minute  details  of  the  ship- 
wreck (which  occupies  a  whole  chapter,  while  the  three 
years  at  Ephesus  and  the  eighteen  months  at  Corinth 
are  dismissed  in  a  comparatively  few  verses),  the  ship- 
wreck evidently  appeared  to  the  writer  an  event  of 

expressly  distinguished  him  from  the  Jews,  "  those  of  the  circum- 
cision," as  he  does  in  the  passage  quoted  by  Alford  (Col.  iv.)  (see 
Keil  and  Prideaux,  and  cf.  Hartwell  Home,  "  Compendious  Intro- 
duction to  the  Study  of  the  Bible,"  p.  297;  and  Smith's  "  Dictionary 
of  the  Bible,"  article  "  Proselyte  ").     (See  Note  C,  X.,  p.  100.) 

*  We  really  have  not  a  scrap  of  direct  evidence  to  prove  that 
Luke  was  able  to  write  a  prepcription,  or  even  his  own  name. 

t  "Now,  of  Luke  we  know  no  particulars." — Zeller^  vol.  ii  p.  263. 

%  "  The  style  of  the  Preface  is  pure  Greek." — Olshausen,  vol.  i. 
p.  73.  There  are  fewer  Hebraisms  in  the  second  part  of  the  Acts 
(that  containing  the  history  of  St.  Paul)  than  in  the  rest  of  the 
work. —  Winer,  "Grammar  of  the  New  Testament,"  p.  35.  Jerome, 
quoted  by  Bishop  Wordsworth,  '•  Introduction  to  St.  Luke,"  says 
that  the  writer  was  "  inter  omnes  evangelistas  Grseci  sermonis 
eruditissimus."     (See  Note  C,  IF.,  p.  96.) 

§  Acts  xi.  21  ;  xii.  24;  xix.  17,  20. 
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great  importance,  looming  large  in  his  perspective; 
and  it  must  have  been  of  very  recent  occurrence  to 
have  been  narrated  with  such  freshness  and  vividness. 
The  shipwreck  could  have  been  more  important  to  no 
one  than  to  St.  Paul,  the  wish  of  whose  life  for  years 
it  had  been  to  visit  Rome,*  except  perhaps  to  the 
Roman  Christians,  for  whom  he  doubtless  related  it 
thus  at  length. t 

5.  It  was  written  before  the  destruction  of  Jeru- 
salem, for  not  a  hint  is  breathed  of  any  such  vital 
change  or  great  catastrophe.  St.  Paul  was  made  a 
prisoner  because,  as  the  Jews  said,  he  had  profaned 
the  Temple, — indeed,  his  life-work  %  had  been  to 
resist  Judaism.  If  the  Temple  had  been  swept  away, 
should  we  not  have  some  hint  in  the  closing  verses 
of  the  Acts — something  to  break  the  calm  continuity 
of  the  last  few  chapters  ?  §  We  have  but  to  sail 
back  from  Rome  to  Jerusalem  to  find  everything  just 
in  statu  quo, — the  Temple  standing  and  its  services 
going  on  as  usual. 

6.  The  Acts  are  a  defence  of  the  status  of  the 
Gentiles  in  the  Church.     Indeed,  chapter  xv.  is  said 

*  Rom.  i.  13 ;  xv.  23.     (See  Note  C,  V.  and  XIT.,  pp.  98,  101.) 

t  "  Forsan  et  hsec  olim  meminisse  juvabit";  though  the  olim 
represents  no  greater  lapse  of  time  here  than  a  year  or  two. 

I  Gal.  ii.  ;  V.  11. 

§  "  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  old  landmarks,  material  and 
moral,  were  destroyed  by  the  Roman  war." — Canon  Westcott,  "The 
Gospel  of  St.  John,"  p.  xi.,  Introduction.  "  Between  the  generation 
before  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  and  the  generation  after,  a  great 
gulf  is  fixed ;  and  the  criteria  which  determine  to  which  of  these 
generations  the  products  of  Christian  literature  belong  seem  to  me 
among  the  most  infallible  with  which  criticism  has  to  deal." — 
Professor  Sanday,  "  On  the  Study  of  the  New  Testament,"  p.  31. 
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by  Reuss  to  be  the  centre  and  pivot  of  the  whole  work: 
"  On  pent  dire  hardiment  que  I'histoire  de  ces  con- 
ferences forme  le  centre  de  tout  I'ouvrage,  et  que 
le  compromis  qui  y  fut  adopte  en  resume  I'esprit;"* 
"  Les  questions  debattues,  c'est  I'admissibiHte  des 
pa'iens  dans  le  sein  de  I'eglise,  c'est  le  dogme  de  la 
vocation  des  hommes  non  circoncis."t  This  defence 
of  the  Gentiles  was  written  by  a  Jew,  see  Paragraph  I. 
St.  Paul  might  well  ^have  done  this,  but  not  every 
Jewish  Christian  in  that  age  would  have  been  ready 
to  do  so. 

7.  The  work  is  of  the  nature  of  an  Eirenicon. 
There  is  a  distinct  though  unavowed  parallelism  drawn 
between  St.  Paul  and  St.  Peter,  |  St.  Peter  being  the 
chief  Apostle  sent  to  the  circumcision,  while  St.  Paul 
was  the  Apostle  sent  to  the  uncircumcised  § — the 
Gentiles. 

8.  It  contains  the  exact  reflection  of  the  state  of 
the  Church  in  St.  Paul's  own  lifetime.  ||    We  have  only 

*  Keuss,  "Th6ologie  Chr^tienne,"  vol.  ii.  p.  331. 

t  Ibid.,  p.  330. 

X  Zeller,  "Acts,"  vol.  ii.  pp.  115  ff.,  especially  p.  154.  "Our 
author  wishes  to  allay  the  strife  ....  to  establish  peace 
between  the  two  parties."  "We  can  have  no  scruple  in  describing 
the  tendency  of  the  Acts  as  conciliatory,  and  itself  as  an  attempt  at 
mediation  between  Judaists  and  Paulinists  ;"  cf.  "  The  Bible  and 
Modern  Thought,"  by  the  late  Professor  Birks,  pp.  98,  99 ;  see  also 
Letter  V.,  p.  37.  §  See  Galatians  ii.  9. 

II  These  terms  are  common  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul,  6  Kuptog,  the 
preached  and  ivorshipped  Christ,  as  distinguished  from  the  earlier 
6  'Irjdove  of  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Mark,  the  Christ  "  known  after 
the  flesh"  (2  Cor.  v.  16),  rWoffroAoi,  STrtaKOTroi,  npealivTepoi,  cinKoi'oi, 
tvayyeXicTTai,  TrpofrjTai,  di^aaicaXoi,  /uadtjTai,  )(?jpot,  ot  eK  TrepiTOfirjc, 
ol  TTiaTivovTtQ^  01  awCofJLEvoi,  o'l  nceX(poi,  oi  uyioi,  o'l  iicXtKroi,  ol 
u.yTiKei[Ji}'oi,  01   aniaToi,  at    iKkXtjaiai,   Ktjpvffatiy  roy    Xpiarov,   ^£)(fff0at 
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to  compare  the  statements  of  the  Acts  with  those  of 
the  Epistles  to  be  convinced  of  this, — no  two  ages  of 
the  Church  being  quite  the  same,  the  state  of  the 
English  Church  in  the  days  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
Queen  Anne,  and  Queen  Victoria  not  being  identical 
in  all  points ;  nor  the  time  of  Simeon  quite  like  the 
time  of  Pusey,  nor  the  time  of  Pusey  quite  the  same 
as  that  of  Mackonochie. 

9.  It  contains  St.  Paul's  personal  history,  to  the 
exclusion  of  that  of  the  other  Apostles.  St.  Paul's 
name  occurs  100  times,  while  nine  out  of  the  twelve 
original  apostles  are  mentioned  only  once,  and  that  in 
the  bare  list  of  names  in  chapter  i. ;  sixteen  chapters 
out  of  fifty-two  in  the  whole  work — and  these  the  last 
sixteen — being  taken  up  wholly  and  solely  with  St.  Paul 
and  his  sayings  and  doings,  his  feelings,  hopes,  fears, 
thoughts,  wishes,  and  even  visions.* 

10.  It  contains  (with  St.  Luke's  Grospel)  St.  Paul's 
doctrinal  views. t 

11.  It  contains  St.  Paul's  "Apologia  pro  vita  sua": 

TOP  Xoyo)',  XaXiir  yXwatrcuQ.  We  hear  nothing,  for  instance,  in 
St.  John's  writings  about  ol  etc  ■KtpiTonr)Q,  or  those  false  brethren  who 
opposed  St.  Paul's  life-work  and  embittered  his  life.  Compare  what 
Canon  Westcott  says  in  speaking  of  th.e  First  Epistle  of  St.  John : 

"  The  Book  answer's  to  a  new  age  of  the  Church Outward 

dangers  were  overcome The  missionary  work  of  the  Society 

no  longer  occupies   a  first  place  in  the  Apostle's   thoughts 

According  to  his  view,  the  world  is  overcome  finally  and  for  ever 
....  There  is,  therefore,  no  need  for  eager  exhortation  to  spread 
the  word.  St.  Paul  wrote  while  the  conflict  was  undecided.  St.  John 
had  seen  its  close." — "The  Epistles  of  St.  John,"  Introduction, 
p.  xxxiii.  f. 

*  Acts  xvi.  9;  xviii.  9  ;  xxiii.  11. — Paul's  Autobiography. 

t  Bishop  Wordsworth,  "Greek  Testament,"  Introduction  to 
St.  Luke. 
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(a)  with  regard  to  the  Jews,  his  own  countrymen,  and 
some  of  them  his  fellow-Christians  *  ;  {h)  with  regard 
to  the  Roman  authorities  to  whom  he  had  appealed  f; 
indeed,  I  venture  to  assert  that  it  is  the  very  first 
Apology  for  Christianity  written  sixty  or  eighty  years 
earlier  even  than  those  of  Quadratus,  Aristides,  or 
Justin  Martyr. 

12.  There  is  no  mention  of  St.  Paul's  death. 

13.  On  the  contrary,  there  is  a  most  joyous  and 
triumphant  tone  and  spirit  prevailing  throughout  the 
whole  work.  J 

14.  The  Acts  contain  the  exact  image  and  likeness 
of  St.  Paul — all  his  special  characteristics  as  portrayed 
in  his  Epistles.  Let  me  remind  you  of  what  Bishop 
Lightfoot  §  says  : — "  These  facts  can  be  proved  from 
the  four  Epistles  of  St.  Paul,  allowed  by  all  to  be 
genuine  (that  is,  from  Romans,  Galatians,  and  1  and 
2  Corinthians).  1.  St.  Paul  assigns  to  the  Jews  the 
prerogative  over  the  Gentiles,  a  prior  right  to  the 
privileges  of  the  Gospel.  2.  St.  Paul's  affection 
for  his  countrymen.  3.  His  practical  care  for  his 
countrymen.  4.  His  conformity  to  Jewish  habits 
and  usages.  5.  His  reverence  for  the  Old  Testament 
Scriptures.'* 

"  These  facts  being  borne  in  mind  (and  they  are  in- 

*  Acts  xxii.,  ;xxiii.,  xxvi.,  xxviii.  Paul  calls  himself  'lovhaioQ 
(xxi.). 

t  Acts  xxiii.,  xKiv.,xxv.,  xxvL  Overbeck  speaks  of  ^'the political 
side  of  the  Acts — its  obvious  striving  to  procure  for  the  Christian 
cause  the  favour  of  the  State  authorities  of  Rome  "  ("  Introduction 
to  the  Acts,"  E.  Tr.,  p.  23).      Paul  calls  himself  'Pw^otoc  (xxii.). 

X  Paley,  "Hor£e  Paulinse,"  ed.  Dean  Howson,  Appendix,  iv.  p.  424. 

§  "  Galatians,"  p.  332  f. 
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disputable),  the  portrait  of  St.  Paul  in  the  Acts  ought 
not  to  present  any  difficulties.  It  records  no  one  fact 
of  the  Apostle,  it  attributes  no  sentiment  to  him,  which 
is  not  either  covered  by  some  comprehensive  maxim, 
or  supported  by  some  practical  instance  in  his  acknow- 
ledged letters.  On  the  other  hand,  the  tone  of  the 
history  confessedly  differs  somewhat  from  the  tone  of 
the  Epistles  ....  comparing  the  differences  observ- 
able in  St.  Paul's  own  Epistles,  his  tone  may  be  said 
to  be  graduated  according  to  the  temper  and  character 
of  his  hearers."  * 

Dean  Howsonf  points  out  how  the  same  character- 
istic features  of  the  Apostle,  "  the  same  man,  appear 
both  in  the  letters  {i.e.,  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul),  and  in 
the  narrative  {i.e.,  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles)."  And 
he   mentions   as   instances  of  this: — "1.    St.  Paul's 

*  ITiis  remark  of  the  Bishop's,  that  the  tone  of  the  Acts  con- 
fessedly diflfers  somewhat  from  the  tone  of  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  is  no 
less  important  than  true.  It  is  very  essential  to  bear  it  in  mind  in 
making  any  comparison  between  them.  And  I  may  add  that  the 
difference  is  perfectly  explicable  and  intelligible  when  we  consider 
the  difference  in  the  writer's  purpose  and  object ;  while  the  Epistles 
of  St.  Paul,  addressed  to  Christian  converts  to  build  them  up  in  the 
faith,  are  personal  and  familiar,  doctrinal  and  didactic,  hortatory-  and 
practical,  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles,  as  an  Apology  for  Christianity 
with  regard  to  both  Romans  and  Jews^a  defence  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  Gentile  Christians  against  Judai?ers,  St.  Paul's  own 
"Apologia"  in  reply  to  the  accusations  made  against  him  to  the 
Romans  by  the  Jews,  and  an  Eirenicon  to  allay  the  internecine  strife 
between  the  Jewish  and  Gentile  members  of  the  Church — have  more 
the  character  of  a  systematic  composition  with  a  very  definite  object, 
and  are  a  formal  historical  and  apologetic  treatise.   Cf.  1  Cor.  ix.  20. 

t  Paley's  "Horse  Paulinse,"  Appendix  III.,  pp.  406  ff.;  Howson's 
"Bohlen  Lectures,"  Lecture  III.,  pp.  105  ff.  Compare  also  the  same 
author's  "  Evidential  Conclusions  from  the  Four  greater  Epistles  of 
St.  Paul,"  pp.  20  ff 
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depression  of  mind  at  times.  2.  His  tact  and  persua- 
siveness. 3.  His  sympathy.  4.  His  strict  and  scru- 
pulous integrity.  5.  His  testimony  to  the  resurrection 
of  Christ.  6.  His  perpetual  recollection  of  his  own 
conversion.     7.  His  tenacity  of  purpose." 

15.  Yet  this  exact  portraiture  is  produced  in  the 
Acts  unconsciously  and  incidentally,  for  there  is  no 
direct  estimate  of  St.  Paul's  character  in  this  narra- 
tive, which  is  devoted  to  the  history  of  St.  Paul's  great 
life-work,  though  there  is  such  a  direct  estimate  of 
Barnabas — "He  was  a  good  man"  (Acts  xi.  24) — 
and  of  others. 

16.  Moreover,  there  is  an  indirect  testimony  coming 
from  the  lips  of  others  embodied  in  the  book  (Acts 
XV.  25,  26).  All  this  is  quite  inconsistent  with  any 
other  authorship  than  that  of  St.  Paul. 

17.  It  appears  to  have  been  written  at  Rome 
(Zeller,*  endorsing  what  had  been  previously  urged 
by  01shausen,t  speaks  of  Rome  as  "the  probable 
birth-place  of  the  Acts  "),  for  it  terminates  abruptly 
as  soon  as  Rome  is  reached, — it  having  been  hinted 
in  Acts  i.  8  and  Acts  ii.  10  that  Rome  is  the  goal  the 
writer  has  in  view,  while  it  is  plainly  stated,  as  early  as 
Acts  xix.  21,  that  Rome  is  to  be  the  goal  of  St.  Paul. 
The  history  of  two  years  more  might  have  been 
added,  but  not  a  single  detail  is  given ;  no  mention  is 

*  "The  Acts  of  the  Apostles,"  vol.  ii.  p.  280. 

t  "Bibl.  Com."  (E.  Tr.),  vol.  i.  p.  17  ;  see  also  vol.  iv.  p.  214  : 
"  The  Acts  of  the  Apostles  makes  its  readers  accurately  acquainted 
only  with  the  individuals  who  had  laboured  amoug  the  Gentiles, 
especially  in  Rome  itself,  namely  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul ;  and 
yet  it  treats  only  of  their  labours  beyond  the  limits  of  Rome 
and  Italy,  for  what  happened  there  is  presupposed  by  St.  Luke  to 
be  known." 
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even  made  of  the  issue  of  St.  Paul's  appeal  to  Caesar, 
this  and  the  circumstances  of  the  two  years  being, 
of  course,  well  known  to  the  Christians  at  Rome.* 
This  view  is  confirmed  by  the  following  remarks  of 
Ebrardt  :— 

"In  what  land  are  we  to  look  for  Theophilus  and 
the  other  readers  for  whom  Luke  intended  his  writings, 
may  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  add  an  explanation  whenever  he  had 
occasion  to  refer  to  places  in  Palestine  (Luke  i.  26, 
iv.  31,  viii.  26,  xxiii.  51,  xxiv.  13),  or  Crete  (Acts 
xxvii.  8  and  12),  in  Athens  (Acts  xvii.  21),  and  even 
to  the  larger  towns  in  Macedonia  (Acts  xvi.  12), 
whereas  he  assumes  that  in  Sicily  and  Italy  (par- 
ticularly Lower  and  Middle  Italy  as  far  north  as 
Rome)  even  the  smaller  places  will  be  well  known," 
e.g.  the  Three  Taverns  (Acts  xxviii.  15). 

Moreover,  the  marked  similarity  of  thought  and 
expression  between  the  Third  Gospel  and  the  Acts 
and  the  Epistles  written  from  Rome  (Ephesians, 
Colossians,  Philemon,  not  to  mention  Philippians),| 
inevitably  point  to  the  same   conclusion,   e.g.,  Luke 

*  "  Not  only  is  there  no  particular  account  of  the  process  against 
Paul,  but  you  also  feel  the  want  of  a  concluding  address  to  Theophilus, 
and  a  review  of  the  whole, — in  short,  a  formal  conclusion  of  the 
hook."— Olshausen,  «  Bibl.  Com.,"  Eug.  Tr.,  vol.  iv.,  p.  507. 

t  "  Gospel  History,"  Eng.  Tr.,  p.  552. 

I  There  must  be  quite  50  phrases  common  to  the  Third  Gospel 
or  the  Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul's  Epistles  from  Rome  (see  Appendix), 
besides  125  words,  of  which  20  are  peculiar  to  St.  Luke's  writings 
and  these  Epistles.  Compare  also  Luke  xv.  with  Eph.  ii.  The  key- 
note of  Philippians,  no  less  than  of  Luke  and  Acts,  is  '*  Rejoicing." 
See  Bengel  on  Phil.  i.  4,  and  suprd,,  p.  57,  par.  13.  Cf.  Note  C, 
IIL,  p.  97 
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i.  75,  Epli.  iv.  24;  Acts  xxvii.  14,  15,  Eph.  iv.  14; 
Acts  XXV.  14,  Col.  iv.  7;  Luke  xxii.  53,  Col.  i.  13. 
To  this  we  may  add  the  special  mention  more 
than  once  of  St.  Paul  being  a  citizen  of  Rome, 
the  emphasis  laid  on  Rome  and  Roman  laws  and 
privileges  throughout  the  Acts — thrice  in  one  chapter 
(Acts  xvi.). 

I  do  not  know  whether  you  will  think  trivial  the 
following  observation  (which  I  am  not  aware  that  I 
have  ever  seen  mentioned  before),  a  straw  will  some- 
times show  us  from  which  quarter  the  wind  blows  : — 
■while  the  Hebrew  or  Aramaic  names  Barnabas  (Acts 
iv.  3G),  Son  of  Consolation,  and  Elymas  (Acts  xiii.  8), 
the  sorcerer  (o  (xayog),  are  interpreted  for  the  benefit 
of  the  readers,  the  Latin  names  'looa-rog  (Acts  i.  23), 
Niyep  (Acts  xiii.  1),  are  not  so  interpreted.  Now 
these  are  not  Greek  names  or  words,  but  only  the 
Latin  names  or  words — Justus,  "  upright,"  and  Niger, 
"swarthy,"  in  Grecian  dress,— the  meaning  of  which 
would  be  familiar  enough  to  residents  at  Rome. 

I  cannot  help  thinking,  also,  that  the  use  of  o 
Xs^aa-Tog  *  in  Acts  xxv.  21,  25,  marks  the  narrative 
as  composed  in  the  age  of  Nero,  for  o  Xs^aa-rog  = 
the  reigning  Emperor,  the  one  living  representative  of 
the  imperial  majesty  and  dominion  of  Rome.  There 
could  be  only  one  such  representative  at  a  time,  and 
to  a  writer  and  to  readers  in  the  reign  of  Trajan, 
Trajan  alone  was  o  Xs^aa-rog.  To  a  writer  and  to 
readers  in  the  reign  of  Hadrian,  Hadrian  alone  was 
6  Xs^aa-Tog,  and  it  might  have  been  an  awkward  afi"air 

*  "  This  title,  =  Augustus,  was  first  conferred  by  the  Senate  on 
Octavianus,  and  borne  by  all  succeeding  emperors." — Alford,  "Gr. 
Test.,"  vol.  ii.  p.  273,  on  Acts  xxv.  21. 
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to  give  tliis  title  to  another,  even  to  a  former  wearer 
of  the  imperial  jDurple.  The  writer  of  the  Acts  men- 
tions all  the  previous  Emperors  with  the  exception  of 
Caligala,  the  reference  to  the  Emperor  immediately  pre- 
ceding Nero  being,  "in  the  days  of  Claudius  Ca3sar," 
(Acts  xi.  28).  We  know  that  Nero  was  the  Csesar  to 
whom  St.  Paul  appealed,  and  when  we  find  the  writer 
of  this  history  calling  him  (though  not  indeed  in  the 
direct  narrative)  6  Xs^oLo-rog,  this  is  surely  an  indica- 
tion that  the  history  was  written  and  read  while  Nero 
was  still  the  reigning  Emperor,  the  one  living  repre- 
sentative of  the  august  majesty  of  Rome, 

18.  This  unique  work  must  have  had  an  unique 
author ;  "  the  very  design  of  such  a  history  when 
considered  in  relation  to  the  Apostolic  age  was  remark- 
able. The  book  is  a  true  '  Philosophy  of  the  History  ' 
of  the  Church."  *  Just  such  an  unique  personage  was 
St.  Paul.  There  never  has  been,  there  never  could 
be,  a  second  St.  Paul.f 

19,  St.  Paul,  undoubtedly,  had  the  motive  for 
writing  such  a  work,  |  the  history  of  his  own  life-work, 
his  own  Apologia  and  the  defence  of  the  Gentiles,  and 
an  Eirenicon,  at  a  time  when  he  could  only  reckon 
three  Jewish  Christians,  among  all  those  at  Rome,  who 
were  his  fellow- workers  unto  the  kingdom  of  God,§ 

*  Canon  Westcott,  "  Introduction  to  the  Study  of  the  Gospels," 
p.  235. 

t  "  We  know  the  heart  of  St.  Paul  to  its  inmost  depths." — 
Farrar,  "  St.  Paul,"  vol.  i.  p.  6.  "  All  that  has  been  written  of  the 
peculiarities  of  St.  Paul's  style  may,  I  think,  be  summed  up  in  two 
words — Intense  individuality.  His  style  is  himself." — Ibid.  p.  624. 
Paul's  position  was  as  unique  as  his  character.     Cf.  Ewald,  v.  135. 

X  Epistle  to  the  Galatians,  passim. 

§  Colussians  iv.  10,  11. 
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and  when  he  had  appealed,  as  a  Roman  citizen,  for 
justice  against  the  false  accusations  of  his  own 
countrymen,  the  Jews,  to  Nero  Ceesar,  the  Emperor 
of  Rome. 

20.  St.  Paul,  undoubtedly,  had  the  materials  for 
writing  such  a  work,  IG  chapters  out  of  28  of 
which  consist  of  his  own  experiences. 

21.  St.  Paul  had  the  opportunity  during  his  two 
years'  confinement  at  Rome — after  his  previous  very 
active  life. 

22.  And  St.  Paul  had  also  the  authority  to  secure 
the  reception  of  this  work  among  all  the  Gentile 
Churches,  who  looked  up  to  him  as  their  Teacher, 
Father,  and  Founder  * — the  Churches  of  Syria,  Cilicia, 
Galatia,  Asia,  Macedonia,  Achaia — and  this  at  a  time 
when  "commendatory  letters"  (2  Cor.  iii.  1)  were 
demanded  of  those  who  passed  from  Church  to  Church 
— when  party  spirit  ran  high  owing  to  the  Judaising 
faction.  There  are  still  extant  many  apocryphal 
writings  which  have  come  down  from  early  times,  but 
which  have  failed  to  secure  any,  or  at  least  any  lasting, 
reception  by  the  Church. f 

23.  St.  Paul's  authorship  explains  every  difficulty 
connected  with  the  Acts  (e.g.  Acts  ix.  compared  with 
Gal.  i.).     No  other  hypothesis  does  so. 

For  all  these  reasons  I  say  that  St.  Paul,  by  the 
balance  of  probability,  is  the  author  of  the  Acts ;  and 

*  1  Cor.  iv.  15;  ix.  2. 

t  Cf.  Row,  "Bampton  Lectures,"  p.  284. — "Thus  it  was  not 
St.  Luke's  name  which  procured  for  this  Gospel  its  currency  in  the 
Church,  but  the  authority  of  the  Apostle  Paul.  ....  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  not  astonishing  that,  in  the  primitive  Church, 
there  was  no  opposition  either  to  Luke's  Gospel  or  his  Acts  of  the 
Apostles." — Olshausen,  on  "  The  Gospels,"  vol.  i.  p.  xli. 
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when  we  find  that  this  work — the  matter  of  which 
consists  of  St.  Paul's  doctrinal  views  and  of  St.  Paul's 
personal  history  (the  *' inside"  view  of  St.  Paul,  the 
exact  reflection  of  St.  Paul's  subjectivity),  for  the 
composition  of  which  St.  Paul  had  the  motive,  the 
materials,  the  literary  ability,  the  opportunity,  and  the 
authority — when  we  find  that  this  important,  remark- 
able, and  indeed  unique  work  is  written  with  St.  Paul's 
OWN  particles,  ivords,  phrases,  and  figures  of  speech, 
there  is  a  weight  of  evidence  which  would  convince 
any  jury,  and  which,  indeed,  amounts  to  absolute  cer- 
tainty * — the  certainty  that  the  Acts  are  not  memorials 
of  a  departed  friend,  affectionate  reminiscences  written 
by  a  surviving  follower — but  that  they  bear  in  every 
part,  in  almost  every  line  and  word,  the  unmistakable 
impress  of  the  unique  mind  of  the  living  St.  Paul. 

*  "  The  conspiring  probabilities  of  a  subject  run  together  into 
a  perfect  conviction." — Davison  "  On  Prophecy,"  p.  28,  quoted  in 
Farrar's  Hulsean  Lectures  for  1870,  "  The  Witness  of  History  to 
Christ,"  second  edition,  Appendix,  p.  200. 
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LETTER   VII. 

THE    SUMMING    UP   OF   THE    ARGUMENT. RESULTS. 

My  task  is  now  ended,  and  I  hope  you  are  satisfied 
with  the  result ;  I  have  shown  you  that  there  are  in 
St.  Luke  or  the  Acts  : — 


Common  to 

Peculiar  to 

St.. 

Paul. 

St.  Paul. 

1. 

Words        

1,000 

or  more 

250 

2. 

Phrases      

200 

s> 

100 

3. 

Particles     

60 

5i 

25  or  at  least  20 

4. 

Figures  of  Speech 

35 

?> 

2 

5. 

Peculiarities 

12 

J> 

6 

Moreover,  in  the  preface  of  St.  Luke  (ch.  i.  1-4) 
there  are,  peculiar  to  St.  Paul,  no  less  than  two 
phrases  and  five  words,  namely,  one  substantive 
(a(r^aX£<a),  one  particle  [sttsi^t^),  and  three  important 
verbs  (TrXvjpoc^opeiv,  TrapaxoT^ouQsiv,  and  xoi,Tr])(^siu).  (See 
Note  A.) 

If  the  subject-matter  is  Paul's  (and  indeed  Paul  him- 
self) and  if  the  phraseology  is  Paul's,  what  is  left  for 
Luke  ?  where  does  Luke  come  in  save  as  a  mere 
scribe  or  secretary  ?  I  will  sum  up  the  question  in  this 
"way, — either 

I.  The  Acts  of  the  Apostles  were  written  in  St. 
Paul's  lifetime;  or, 

II.  They  were  written  after  St.  Paul's  death. 
If  the  latter  were  the  case,  then 
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(a),  they  were  written  by  St.  Luke  or  some  other 
personal  friend  and  follower  of  St.  Paul ;  or, 

(6),  they  were  written  by  one  who  was  not  a  per- 
sonal friend  and  follower  of  St.  Paul,  and  who  had  no 
direct  connexion  with  St.  Paul. 

Now,  I  unhesitatingly  assert,  and  you  will  cordially 
agree  with  me,  that  no  man  in  his  sober  senses  can 
maintain  thesis  {h)  after  duly  weighing  all  the  evidence 
which  has  been  laid  before  you  in  these  pages  — after 
the  investigation  made  of  the  particles,  other  words, 
peculiarities,  phrases,  figures  of  speech,  and  parallel- 
isms which  all  savour  so  strongly  of  St.  Paul  with  his 
"  intense  individuality." 

Hypothesis  {h)  may  be  dismissed,  then,  without 
another  syllable  as  absolutely  absurd .  and  impossible ; 
and  (a)  is  no  less  absurd,  for  it  amounts  to  this,  that, 
after  St.  Paul's  death,  Luke  or  some  other  personal 
friend  so  exactly  reproduced  St.  Paul's  thoughts  and 
language,  his  style  and  phrases — in  a  word,  his  dis- 
tinguishing features  and  peculiarities, — that  it  is  most 
difficult  to  believe  that  it  is  not  St.  Paul  himself  who 
is  writing  thus.  Think  how  marvellously  strong 
St.  Luke's  memory  must  have  been  to  reproduce,  after 
St.  Paul's  death,  not  only  St.  Paul's  thoughts,  but 
so  many  of  St.  Paul's  peculiar  words  and  phrases, — 
think  how  weak  and  waxlike  all  the  rest  of  Luke's 
character  must  have  been,  to  be  so  completely 
impressed  with  St.  Paul's  commanding  personality 
as  to  leave  no  trace  of  his  own  individuality,  which 
is  thus  wholly  eclipsed,  effaced,  swallowed  up  by 
St.  Paul's. 

The  view  of  the  inner  heart,  and  life,  and  character  of 
any  man  can  have  come  from  no  one  else,  originally,  but 
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that  maa  himself;  and,  if  this  be  found  in  a  document 
not  only  containing,  but  composed  of  and  written  with, 
that  man's  own  words,  phrases,  and  peculiar  expres- 
sions, that  document  must  have  been  penned,  or  at 
least  dictated,  during  life  by  the  man  himself ;  it  cannot 
have  been  produced  after  his  death,  from  notes  and 
materials  which  some  friend  has  discovered  and  worked 
up  into  a  narrative. 

Is  it  iwssihle  for  any  one  to  so  exactly  repro- 
duce another  man's  image,  and  portrait — his  inner 
life  and  character — in  that  man's  oiuii  characteristic 
phraseology  ? 

Did  even  Boswell  so  reproduce  Dr.  Johnson  in  Dr. 
Johnson's  own  ponderous  phrases  and  "  sesquipedalia 
verba"?  that  is,  did  Boswell  himself  write  John- 
sonese ?  Will  Canon  Liddon  give  us,  in  his  forth- 
coming biography  of  Dr.  Pusey,  Dr.  Pusey's  own 
language  and  style, — I  mean,  of  course,  in  the  narra- 
tive (as  distinguished  from  the  epistolary)  portions  of 
the  biography  ?  I  need  scarcely  point  out  that  Dr. 
Pusey's  style  and  phraseology  are  utterly  different 
from  those  of  his  friend  and  follower,  Canon  Liddon. 
The  idea  is  simply  absurd ;  it  is  a  psychological 
impossibility,  as  I  humbly  conceive. 

But  granted  it  be  so— even  this  refutes  the  sceptics. 
The  follower  of  St.  Paul  who  has  so  exactly  and 
faithfully  reproduced  his  master's  thoughts  and  words 
and  history,  may  be  trusted  to  have  given  us  in  St. 
Luke's  Grospel  a  faithful  reflection  of  St.  Paul's  mind 
with  regard  to  Christ,  and  to  have  embodied  in  it  that 
Gospel  which  St.  Paul  preached.  We  know  that  the 
doctrines  in  St.  Luke  are  the  exact  reflection  of  the 
doctrines  which    St.  Paul    taught.     Is  it  not  equally 

F  2 
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certain  that  the  main  facts  of  Christ's  life  therein 
related  are  the  facts  which  St.  Paul  had  ascertained, 
and  with  the  substantial  truth  of  which  he  remained 
satisfied  ?  Were  not  the  doctrines  which  St.  Paul 
taught,  and  the  practical  precepts  which  St.  Paul 
enjoined,  based  and  built  on  the  facts  of  Christ's 
superhuman  life  ?  and  how  would  it  be  a  less  than 
superhuman  work  to  separate  and  disentangle  these 
doctrines  and  these  facts,  which  are  so  inextricably 
interwoven  and  intertwined  with  one  another  ?  * 

There  is  thus  no  reasonable  and  scientific  explana- 
tion left  of  the  phenomena  presented  by  the  Third 
Gospel  and  the  Acts  except  No.  I.,  namely,  that  the 
Third  Gospel  and  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  were  written 
in  the  lifetime  of  St.  Paul,  not  later  than  a.d.  68,  as  I 
have  already  pointed  out  in  Letter  I.  May  I  not  add 
in  Euclid's  triumphant  fashion — quod  erat  demon- 
strandum ? 

These  1,000  words,  &c.,  are  employed  to  set  forth 
the  doctrinal  views  and  the  personal  history,  in- 
cluding the  mental  experiences,  of  St.  Paul, — in  a 
book  evidently  written  by  an  able,  educated,  intelli- 
gent writer,  such  as  we  do  know  St.  Paul,  and  such 
as  we  do  not  know  St.  Luke,  to  have  been.  It 
is  not  even  every  English  physician  who  is  a  Sir 
Henry  Holland, — at  once  intelligent,  travelled,  and 
cultured.  All  doctors,  even  in  our  own  day,  are  not 
necessarily  men  of  "light  and  leading."  The  phy- 
sicians of  that  time  were  probably  more  like  the  barber 
surgeons  of  the  middle  ages,  or  the  apothecaries  of 
more  modern  times — the  higher  ranks  (of  the  E-omans 

*  Rom.  XV.  1-3  ;  1  Cor.   i.  23,  24,  30 ;  xv.    1-7  ;  2  Cor.  x.   1  ; 
Eph.  ii.  ;  Phil.  ii.  5-11;  Col.  iii.  1. 
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at  any  rate)  being  disinclined  to  practise  medicine, 
wbicli  they  left  rather  to  their  freedmen.* 

This  work  having  been  received  by  the  Church  as  the 
apocryphal  writings  never  were  received,  coming  down 
to  us  with  the  testimony  of  Christian  antiquity  that 
it  was  written  under  the  influence  of  St.  Paul,  am 
I  too  bold  in  asserting  that,  looking  at  the  internal 
evidence,  there  is  no  doubt  ivhatever  that  St.  Paul 
himself  was  the  real  author  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles 
— and,  therefore,  also  of  the  Third  Gospel  ?  And  I 
may  add,  as  a  corollary,  that  St.  Paul's  authorship  of 
the  Acts  clearly  establishes  St.  Paul's  connection  with 
the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews. f 

Thus,  too,  a  firm  ttov  o-tu),  a  solid  point  ofapyui,  is 
at  once  gained  as  the  result  of  these  researches  for  the 
solution  of  what  Professor  Sanday  %  calls  "  one  of  the 
most  difficult  problems  of  New  Testament  criticism  — 
that  which  is  concerned  with  the  origin  and  com- 
position of  the  Synoptic  Gospels."  §  Thus,  as  I  stated 
in  my  first  Letter,  St.  Luke's  Gospel  comes  to  us 
Christians  to-day  with  the  same  authority  as  St.  Paul's 

*  Kitto,  "  Bibl.  CycL,"  p.  547. 

t  Besides  other  points  of  le semblance,  there  are  quite  seventy 
words  peculiar  to  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  and  St.  Paul's  writings, 
including  among  these  latter  the  Third  Gospel  and  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles. 

X   "The  Study  of  the  New  Testament,"  p.  20. 

§  Bishop  Wordsworth,  "Greek  Testament,"  vol.  i.  )>.  172,  says: 
"Dr.  Townson  (on  the  Gospels,  p.  214)  has  proved  that  St.  Mark 
was  conversant  with  St.  Matthew's  Gospel,  St.  Luke  with  St. 
]\[atthew's  and  St.  Mark's."  All  the  three  Synoptic  Gospels,  there- 
fore, must  have  been  in  existence  before  June,  A.D.  68,  at  the  latest, 
and  it  seems  proliable  that  St.  Matthew's,  at  any  rate,  was  written 
before  a.d.  50,  the  date  of  the  Conference  at  Jerusalem  described  in 
Acts  XV.     Matthew  was  too  Jewish.,  Mai'k  too  hriej]  for  Paul. 
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Epistle  to  the  Romans  or  to  the  Galatians;  thus  it 
certainly  was  in  existence  before  the  end  of  a.d.  68, 
the  year  of  the  Emperor  Nero's  death;  and,  as 
M.  Renan  has  pointed  out  that  St.  Paul  did  not 
survive  the  persecution  under  Nero,  it  must  have  been 
written  before  the  close  of  a.d.  64.  Hence  our  Lord's 
prophecy  concerning  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem, 
with  the  Temple,  was  certainly  both  written  and  read 
several  years  before  His  words  were  fulfilled  to  the 
letter  by  the  capture  of  the  city  by  the  Romans,  under 
Titus,  A.D.  70. 

There  is,  therefore,  an  end  from  this  time  forward 
to  the  assertions  of  those  sceptics  who  say  "  that 
our  Gospels  came  into  existence  between  the  years 
A.D.  150  and  a.d.  175,"  and  "that  they  are  the  work  of 
writers  who  only  composed  their  narratives  long  after 
the  time  when  Christ  lived."  *  The  disciples  of  Strauss 
et  hoc  genus  omne  can  no  longer  echo  their  master's 
wordsjt  "  Luke  had,  therefore,  seen  a  longer  time  pass 
away  since  the  destruction  of  Jerusalem  than  the 
author  of  St.  Matthew's  Gospel  had  done;  he  must 
consequently  have  written  his  Gospel  considerably 
later :  accordingly  the  Gospel  belongs  to  a  period  in 
which  it  is  scarcely  possible  that  there  could  be  any 
companion  of  St.  Paul  alive  and  composing  books." 
This  certainly  is  not  true,  nor  is  there,  in  the  light  of 
the  facts  laid  before  you,  more  truth  in  Zeller's  state- 
ment "  that  the  mere  existence  of  the  Acts  cannot  be 
proved  before  the  year  170,  nor  that  of  the  Third 
Gospel  before  Justin  and  Marcion"  (a.d.  140). 

I  have  now  shown  you,  beyond  contradiction,  that 

*  See  Letter  L,  p.  IL 

t  "New  Life  of  Jesus,"  vol.  i.  p.  168. 
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St.  Paul  himself  was  alive  and  composing  the  Third 
Gospel  (which  we  call  St.  Luke's  Gospel)  and  the  Acts 
— both  which  works,  therefore,  were  in  existence,  at 
the  very  latest,  before  the  end  of  a.d.  68.  Hence, 
since  I  have  proved  that  St.  Luke's  Gospel  was  com- 
posed by  St.  Paul,  and  that,  therefore,  in  so  far  as 
we  admit  St.  Paul's  testimony,  it  is  "  a  trustworthy 
record  of  what  our  Lord  said  and  did,"  "  the  chief 
positions  are  at  once  overthhown  for  which  the 
sceptics  have  contended,  who  have  made  such  per- 
sistent and  fierce  attacks  upon  the  Gospels  during 
this  century."  * 

With  this  result — this  great  result  f — proved  as  coU' 
clusively  and  as  scientifically  as  the  Law  of  Gravity — 
proved,  namely,  by  the  balance  of  probability  (which 
is  the  guide  of  life),  I  will  for  the  present  rest  con- 
tent, and  for  a  while  bid  you  adieu,  only  hoping  that 
the  drjmess  of  the  details  may  have  been  compensated 
for  by  the  interest  and  importance  of  the  conclusions 
thus  clearly  established. 

Ever  yours, 

H.  Heber  Evans. 

*  See  Letter  L,  p.  IL 

t  "In  approaching  Strauss  we  are  attacking  the  very  citadel  of 
modern  scepticism." — Farrar,  "The  Witness  of  History  to  Christ," 
Hulsean  Lectures  for  1870,  second  edition,  p.  65.  "It  has  been  the 
fashion  in  Germany  to  call  Strauss's  book  ein  epochemachenc/es 
Werk." — Ibid.,  p.  65,  note  2.  Not  only  is  the  mythical  hypothesis 
of  Strauss  completely  disproved  by  the  authorship  of  St.  Paul, 
demonsttated  above;  but  aho  (not  to  mention  M.  Renan)  the 
theories  of  Weisse  and  Gfrorer,  as  well  as  the  conjectures  of  Baur 
and  the  TUbingen  School. — Cf.  Ebrard,  "Gcspel  History,"  pp. 
473-485. 
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I  MUST  add  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the  Appendix, 
This,  as  you  will  see,  was  originally  printed  some 
months  ago,  and  some  corrections  and  additions  have 
been  made.  I  only  wish  I  could  think  that  my  work 
were  now  quite  free  from  all  such  errors ;  but  this  is 
not  likely  to  be  the  case  with  such  a  number  of  words 
and  references.  I  could  have  wished,  too,  to  have 
presented  my  researches  in  a  fuller  and  more  finished 
form,  but  other  occupations  have  prevented  this. 
You  must  kindly  take  it  as  it  is,  and  make  what 
allowance  you  think  needful.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
my  mistakes  pointed  out.  You  will  miss  the  ordinary 
Greek  accents,  but  I  cannot  afford  the  time  for  what 
are  really,  as  a  rule,  useless  ornaments,  luxuries 
rather  than  necessaries,  and  I  must  be  content  to 
present  the  same  unscholarly  appearance  as  Grinfield's 
"Hellenistic  Greek  Testament,"  and  all  the  most 
ancient  MSS.,  A  B  H  and  the  other  Uncials,  of  the  New 
Testament.*  Dr.  Ezra  Abbot's  edition  of  "  Hudson's 
Critical  Greek  and  English  Concordance,"  which  I 
have  used,  will  give  the  needful  references. 

I.  (a)  is  a  list  of  the  particles,  or  words  used  as 
particles,  which  are  peculiar  to  what  are  known  as 
the  writings  of  St.  Luke,  i.e..  the  Third  Gospel  and 
the  Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul.  The  first  ten  are  found  in 
both  St.  Luke's   Gospel  and  the  Acts,  and  nowhere 

*  Scrivener,  "Introduction  to  the  Criticism  of  the  New  Testn- 
ment,"  3rd  ed.  p.  45;  cf.  Matthise  Gr.  Gram.  (1832),  vol.  i.  pp.  70,  71. 
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else  in  the  New  Testament.  The  remaining  seven,  as 
far  as  tlie  next  space,  are  peculiar  to  St.  Luke's 
Gospel  and  to  St.  Paul,  and  the  rest  are  peculiar  to 
the  Acts  and  St.  Paul.  But,  as  I  have  said,  your 
critical  eye  may  demand  some  deductions :  e.g.,  h-nrcog 
dv  occurs  only  once  in  St.  Paul,  and  that  a  quotation 
from  the  Old  Testament ;  Xo/ttov  is  found  in  one  pas- 
sage in  St.  Mark,*  according  to  some  editors ;  vmi,  you 
will  say,  is  much  the  same  as  vov ;  (Xjaa  8s  xai  is  not 
essentially  different  from  a/x.a  xai,  which  St.  Matthew 
has ;  but,  after  all  these  deductions  have  been  made  to 
the  uttermost,  the  fact  remains  that  fully  twenty  par- 
ticles occur  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  which  no  other 
New  Testament  writer  uses  except  St.  Paul — and 
you  have  not  forgotten  that  "  particles  are  the  best 
possible  detectives  of  an  author's  individuality." 

I.  (6)  contains  forty  more  particles  which  are  com- 
mon, though  not  peculiar,  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  or 
the  Acts,  and  to  St.  Paul,  making,  in  all,  sixty  par- 
ticles or  more,  which  are  thus  common  to  St.  Luke 
and  St.  Paul. 

II.  (a)  contains  a  list  of  fifty  words  which  are 
found  in  hath  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  the  Acts,  and  also 
in  St.  Paul,  and  nowhere  else  in  the  New  Testament. 

II.  ih)  contains  eighty-one  words  peculiar  to  St. 
Luke's  Gospel  and  to  St.  Paul. 

*  St.  Mark  xv.  41.  Griesbach  thought  that  the  to  of  to  Xolttoi', 
which  Scholz  retained,  ought  probably  to  be  omitted  from  the  text. 
Alford  does  omit  it,  and  Westcott  and  Hort  enclose  it  in  brackets 
as  an  alternative  reading.  Alford,  as  well  as  Westcott  and  Hort, 
also  prints  Xonrov  in  the  parallel  passage  in  St.  Matthew  xxvi.  45, 
though  Scholz  and  Griesbach  both  retain  to  Kolttov.  Who  shall 
decide  when  doctors  disagree] 


74  St.  Paul  the  Author  of  the  Acts. 

II.  (c)  contains  eighty-nine  words  peculiar  to  the 
Acts  and  to  St.  Paul.* 

II.  {a),  II.  (b),  II.  (c)  thus  contain  a  list  of  220 
words  from  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  (some  of  them  rare 
and  compound  words)  only  to  be  found  in  St.  Paul's 
writings. 

II.  (d)  contains  a  few  words  occurring  only  in 
St.  Luke  and  the  Acts,  kindred  forms  of  which, 
however,  are  peculiar  to  St.  Paul. 

II.  (e)  contains  a  list  of  30  proper  names  peculiar 
to  the  Acts  and  to  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  thus  raising 
the  number  220,  mentioned  above,  to  250. 

For  the  rest  I  have  found  Schmoller's  "  Concord- 
ance of  the  G-reek  Testament  "  of  service,  and  to  this 
I  shall  refer  you. 

III.  (a)  contains  a  list  of  110  phrases  which  occur 
in  St.  Luke's  Gospel  and  in  St.  Paul.  Those  marked 
with  an  asterisk,  34  in  number,  are  repeated  in  the 
Acts,  while  those  to  which  "  P "  is  prefixed  are 
peculiar  to  St.  Paul  among  New  Testament  writers. 
A  complete  list  of  the  references  to  the  passage  where 
each  phrase  may  be  found  is  subjoined. 

III.  (b)  contains  a  list  of  100  phrases  to  be  found 
in  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  and  St.  Paul,  those 
marked  with  an  asterisk,  16  in  number,  being  found 
also  in  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  while  those  to  which  "P" 
is  prefixed  are  found,  out  of  the  Acts,  nowhere  in  the 
New  Testament  except  in  St.  Paul's  writings. 

*  I  find  that  one  of  these  words,  namely,  aac^nkriQ  (No.  146), 
occurs  once  in  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  (vi.  19).  The  same  must 
be  said  as  to  the  first  of  the  additional  phrases,  on  page  79,  peculiar 
to  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul ;  for  k-)(Eiv  avayKrjy  is  used  in  Heb.  vii.  27. 
AIfo  among  the  particles  peculiar  to  St.  Paul  (p.  104)  Sl  //r  uinay 
occurs  ill  Heb.  ii.  11. 
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For  the  Phrases  in  the  Appendix  common  to  St.  Luhe^s 
Gospel  or  the  Acts^  and  to  St.  PauVs  writings. 

The  phrases  marked  "  P,"  110  in  number,  are 
peculiar  to  St.  Paul,  50  being  in  St.  Luke  and  60  in 
the  Acts. 

Appendix  III.  {a).     Page  109. 


Peculiar  to 

St. 

Paul 

>S'^.  Luke. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Paul. 

1 

V.  25 

iv.  21 

Gal.  i.  24. 

2 

i.  15 

iii.  2 

Gal.  i.  15. 

3 

i.  6 

viii.  21 

2  Tim.  ii.  14. 

4 

xviii.  31 

xxi.  15 

Gal.  ii.  1. 

P. 

5 

iv.  36 

... 

1  Cor.  XV.  24. 

P. 

6 

xxi.  13 

•  •• 

Phil.  i.  19. 

7 

xvi.  2 

xix.  40 

Rom,  xiv.  12. 

8 

xxii.  69 

(  Eph.  i.  20. 
1  Col.  iii.  1. 

9 

XX.  16 

Gal.  ii.  17. 

10 

ix.  62 

Phil.  iii.  13. 

11 

xxi.  34 

2  Thess.  i.  10. 

12 

xvi.  8 

Eph.  i.  21. 

P. 

13 

xi.  49 

1  Cor.  i.  21,24. 

P. 

14 

ii.  34 

Phil.  i.  17. 

P. 

15 

i.  4 

"... 

Gal.  vi.  6. 

P. 

16 

xxi.  36 

Eph.  vi.  18. 

17 

xi.  7 

Gal.  vi.  17. 

18 

xvi.  8 

1  Thess.  V.  5. 
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Peculiar  to 

St. 

Paul. 

aS*^.  Luke. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Paul. 

19 

ix.  41 

Phil.  ii.  J5. 

20 

xviii.  31 

vi.  2 

1  Cor.  XV.  5. 

P. 

21 

xiii.  17 

. . . 

Phil.  i.  28. 

22 

xxii.  32 

. . . 

1  Cor.  xvi.  20. 

23 

xiii.  23 

ii.  47 

1  Cor.  i.  18. 

P. 

24 

xii.  46 

•  •  • 

1  Cor.  xiv.  23. 

25 

i.  15 

•  •  • 

2  Cor.  viii.  21. 

P. 

26 

xxi.  19 

•  a  • 

2  Cor.  i.  6. 

27 

viii.  67 

•  •  • 

1  Cor.  XV.  40. 

28 

i.  64 

•  •  • 

2  Cor.  vi.  11. 

29 

xvi.  16 

Eora.  iii.  21. 

P. 

30 

xxiv.  19 

vii.  22 

Rom.  XV.  18. 

31 

iv.  43 

i.  3 

Gal.  V.  21. 

32 

ii.  40 

xi.  23 

Rom.  V.  15. 

33 

xxii.  53 

iii.  2 

2  Cor.  xi.  28. 

P. 

34 

i.  70 

iii.  21 

Eph.  iii.  9  (PI.) 

P. 

35 

xii.  35 

... 

Eph.  vi.  14. 

P. 

36 

X.  7 

... 

1  Tim.  V.  18. 

P. 

37 

i.  75 

. . . 

Eph.  iv.  24. 

38 

vi.  3 

Titus  iii.  15. 

39 

xxiv.  47 

ii.  38 

Col.  i.  14. 

P. 

40 

ix.  38 

viii.  34 

Gal.  iv.  12. 

41 

vii.  41 

•  •  • 

Rom.  xiii.  8. 

42 

viii.  13 

•  •  • 

Phil.  i.  3. 

P. 

43 

xi.  49 

Eph.  iii.  5. 

P. 

44 

X.  8 

1  Cor.  X.  27. 

45 

ix.  32 

V.  17 

Rom.  xvi.  15. 

46 

xviii.  30 

Eph.  ii.  12. 

P. 

47 

i.  55 

. . . 

Gal.  iii.  16. 

P. 

48 

xiv.  9 

... 

Eph.  iv.  27. 

P. 

49 

xxiv.  50 

... 

1  Tim.  ii.  8. 
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Peculiar  to 

St. 

Paul. 

aS"^.  Ltike. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Paul. 

P. 

50 

ii.  11 

Col.  iii.  24. 

61 

XX.  36 

•  «• 

Rom.  viii.  14. 

62 

xviii.  30 

•  •  • 

1  Tim.  vi.  12. 

53 

iii.  2 

Eph.  vi.  17. 

54 

xi.  42 

•  «  • 

2  Cor.  xiii.  14 

P. 

55 

xxi.  4 

2  Cor.  xi.  9. 

P. 

56 

xiii.  17 

Eph.  V.  12. 

P. 

57 

iv.  14 

Rom.  XV.  13. 

58 

ii.  14 

X.   11 

1  Cor.  viii.  5. 

59 

XX.  25 

... 

1  Cor.  vii.  32. 

60 

xxiv.  47 

... 

Rom.  i.  5. 

61 

i.  66 

... 

Eph.  V.  19. 

P. 

62 

xxiii.  15 

XX vi.  31 

Rom.  i.  32. 

63 

xvii.  29 

•  •  • 

Rom.  i.  18. 

P. 

64 

i.  6 

•  •  . 

1  Cor.  xiv.  37. 

65 

i.  55 

XX vi.  6 

1  Cor.  X.  1. 

66 

X.  1 

xiv.  23 

1  Cor.  xi.  27. 

P. 

67 

xxiv.  3 

xix.  17 

1  Cor.  xi.  23. 

68 

ix.  10 

XV.  6 

1  Cor.  XV.  7. 

69 

xix.  33 

xvi.  16 

Eph.  vi.  9. 

P. 

70 

XX.  21 

... 

Gal.  ii.  6. 

P. 

71 

xviii.  27 

... 

Rom.  viii.  3. 

P. 

72 

xvii.  9 

ii.  47 

1  Tim.  i.  12. 

P. 

73 

xi.  41 

Titus  i.  15. 

P. 

74 

ii.  52 

xxiv.  16 

1  Tim.  ii.  5. 

75 

XX.  47 

... 

Rom.  xiii.  2. 

P. 

76 

X.  26 

... 

1  Cor.  xiv.  21. 

77 

xviii.  7 

ix.  24 

1  Thess.  ii.  9. 

78 

ii.  23 

XV.' 15 

Rom.  X.  16. 

79 

xii.  26 

•  •  • 

1  Cor.  xi.  34. 

80 

xiii.  34 

i.  11 

2  Tim.  iii.  8. 
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Peculiar  to 

St.  Paul. 

St.  Liike. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Paul. 

81 

xxiv.  1 

XX.  7 

1  Cor.  xvi.  2. 

P.      82 

i.  2 

•  •  • 

1  Cor.  XV.  3. 

83 

vii.  34 

. .  • 

1  Cor.  XV.  32. 

84 

iv.  40 

vi.  6 

1  Tim.  V.  22. 

85 

iii.  7 

•  •  • 

1  Thess.  i.  10 

P.    86 

ii.  48 

•  •  • 

Rom.  ix.  20. 

87 

iii.  8 

... 

Rom.  i.  24. 

88 

ii.  37 

xxvi.  7 

2  Thess.  iii.  8 

P.    89 

xvi.  15 

... 

Pom.  xii.  16. 

P.    90 

ii.  33 

... 

1  Cor.  xiv.  9. 

91 

ii.  9 

. . . 

2  Cor.  iii.  18. 

92 

V.  17 

viii.  10 

1  Cor.  ii.  5. 

P.    93 

xviii.  7 

•  •  • 

Col.  iii.  12. 

P.    94 

i.  59 

•  •  • 

Phil.  iii.  5. 

95 

X.  17 

iii.  6 

1  Cor.  V.  4. 

P.    96 

i.  6 

... 

Pom.  i.  32. 

P.     97 

xxii.  43 

. .  • 

Gal.  i.  8. 

P.    98 

xiv.  30 

... 

Phil.  i.  6. 

99 

xviii.  30 

... 

Eph.  ii.  7. 

100 

ix.  22 

..• 

1  Cor.  XV.  4. 

P.  101 

XX.  28 

... 

Pom.  X.  5. 

P.  102 

xvii.  34 

... 

1  Cor.  iv.  6. 

P.  103 

XX.  38 

... 

Pom.  xiv.  8. 

104 

vii.  47 

... 

Eph.  iii.  1. 

P.  105 

X.    1 

1  Tim.  ii.  8. 

106 

xviii.  32 

xxvi.  20 

1  Cor.  V.  1. 

107 

iii.  8 

. . . 

Rom.  ix.  7. 

P.  108 

xxi.  34 

... 

1  Thess.  V.  3. 

109 

ix.  10 

xxiii.  19 

Gal.  ii.  2. 

P.  110 

xxii.  28 

. .  • 

Gal.  iv.  14. 

P.  Ill 

V.  33 

... 

1  Tim.  ii.  1. 

P.  112 

xii.  11 

... 

Eph.  iii.  10. 

Additional  Phrases. 


Additional  Phrases  peculiar  to  St.  Paul  and  to 
St.  Luke  or  the  Acts. 


St.  Luke. 

St.  Paul. 

s^siv  dvotyxrjv 

xxiii.  17 

1  Cor.  vii.  37. 

bhog  slpTqvrjg 

i.  79 

Rom.  iii.  17. 

r      s^ou(riu      rou 

(TiCOTOUg 

xxii.  53 

Col.  i.  13. 

ol   Iv  (TXQTBl 

i.  79 

Rom.  ii.  19. 

5 

SVWTTtOU  dvQfjCOTTWV 

xvi.  15 

2  Cor.  viii.  21 

slg  T7]v  So^av  cturou 

xxiv.  26 

Rom.  iii.  7. 

Ti  [xepog 

xi.  36 

1  Cor.  xi.  18. 

SU    8o^Y) 

ix.  31 

1  Tim.  iii.  16. 

UTTOLp^COV  iv 

vii.  25 

Phil.  ii.  6. 

10 

TTpog  xaipov 

viii.  13 

1  Cor.  vii.  5. 

— ^aipsiy 

X.  20 

Phil.  i.  18. 

( 

s^  ut^^oug 

i.  78 

1 

.  elg  u->^og 

Eph.  iv.  8. 

w  avorjToi 

xxiv.  25 

Gal.  iii.  1. 

a<^pov 

xii.  20 

1  Cor.  XV.  36. 

The  Acts. 

aS'^.  Paul. 

15 

8<a  TTjg  ^apiTog 
^[X7rao<rQsv        tou 

xviii.  27 

Rom.  xii.  3. 

^rj[ji.a.Tog 

xviii.  17 

2  Cor.  V.  10. 

T^  irKTTig — ri  X^P^S 

— a-wQrivai 

XV.  9,  11 

Eph.  ii.  8. 

sv  oXiyui 

xxvi.  28 

Eph.  iii.  3. 

^rjXoJTTJJ   UTTOLp^WV 

xxii.  3 

Gal.  i.  14. 

80 
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of  the  Acts. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Paul. 

20 

ajx^uvi^g  yivsG-Qai 

X.  40 

Rom.  X.  20. 

e7na-Tf/S(pa}  xpog 

ix.  40 

2  Cor.  iii.  16. 

'Xa.fj.^oivsiv  ivToT^- 

TJV 

xvii.  15 

Col.  iv.  10. 

ol  TrSTTia-TSUHOTSg 

xviii.  27 

Titus  iii.  8. 

SO^apKTTSlV        TO) 

0£tO 

xxvii.  35 

Rom.  i.  8. 

25 

[xsra  i-u^apia-Tiag 

xxiv.  3 

Phil.  iv.  6. 

s^siv  slprivrju 

ix.  31 

Rom.  V.  1. 

suctyysy^i^sa-Qai 

slpiqvrjv 

X.  36 

Eph.  ii.  17. 

xar   s7roLyys7\.iav 

xiii.  23 

2  Tim.  i.  1. 

uTTi^xoog  yivs(rQai 

vii.  39 

Phil.  ii.  8. 

30 

0    &sog — Trag — 

(Toi  ^api^scrQai 

xxvii.  24 

Rom.  viii.  31,  32 

'loo^aiog  uTrap^cov 

xxi.  20 

Gal.  ii.  14. 

slg  ^laxoviav 

xi.  29 

2  Tim.  iv.  11. 

TTjV  ^laxoviav   tjv 

sT^a^ov     Trapa 

TOO              KupiOU 

{iraps'ka^eg   iv 

Kupio)) 

XX.  24 

Col.  iv.  17. 

'Iri(rovg    'KpiCTTog 

XpiTYjg    ^(liVTCOV 

xai          vsxpcov 

{xpivsiv  ^covrag 

xoLi  vsxpo'jg) 

X.  42 

2  Tim.  iv.  1. 

35 

1     oj        oLTreiBouvrsg 

xvii.  5 

Rom.  XV.  31. 

dva^onvsiv  STTi  tvjv 

xap^iav 

vii.  23 

1  Cor.  ii.  9. 
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The  Acts. 
ij  sIcoSo^  auTov         xiii.  24 
STTi  T-fi  7rapax7\.rj(rsi  xv.  31 
[xia  -^o^r)  iv.  32 

40  0  0so(; — fJLSTavoia. 

— 8<8ova<  slg         xi,  18 


aS'^.  Paul. 

1  Thess.  ii.  1. 

2  Cor.  vii.  13. 
Phil.  i.  27. 

2  Tim.  ii.  25. 


Thus  the  irhole  number  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts 
of  sucli  phrases  common  to  St.  Paul  is  increased 
to  250,  and  of  such  phrases  peculiar  to  St.  Paul  is 
increased  to  150. 
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Peculiar  to 

St 

.  Paul. 

P. 

1 

P. 

2 

P. 

3 

P. 

4 

P. 

5 

6 

P. 

7 

P. 

8 

9 

P. 

10 

11 

12 

P. 

13 

P. 

14 

P. 

15 

P. 

IG 

The  Acts.      St.  L 

<uke.           St.  Paul. 

viii.  14 

1  Thess.  ii.  13 

xi.  2 

Col.  iv.  11. 

xix.  6 

1  Cor.  xiv.  39. 

xvi.  1 

Eph.  iv.  13. 

xxiii.  1 

2  Cor.  iv.  2. 

ii.  22 

Rom.  XV.  19. 

ii.  42 

Rom.  xii.  12. 

i.  7 

1  Thess.  V.  1. 

xi.  19 

Phil.  i.  14. 

ii.  40 

PhiLii.  15. 

vi.  1 

1  Cor.  vii.  8. 

ii.  12 

1  Cor.  XV.  39. 

X.  36 

Gal.  iv.  1. 

xiv.  27 

Col.  iv.  3. 

viii.  5 

Phihi.  15. 

xiv.  1 

Gal.  iii.  28. 
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Peculiar  to 

St.  Paul. 

The  Acts. 

St.  Luke. 

St.  Paul. 

P.  17     ... 

X.  39 

... 

Gal.  iii.  13. 

P.  18     ... 

XX.  28 

. . . 

1  Tim.  iii.  15. 

P.  19     ... 

xxi.  19 

Eph.  V.  33. 

P.  20     ... 

ii.  5 

.  •  • 

Col.  i.  23. 

P.  21     ... 

xxvii.  23 

... 

Rom.  i.  9. 

22     ... 

X.  47 

. . . 

Gal.  iii.  2. 

P.  23     ... 

V.  36 

. . . 

Gal.  ii.  6. 

P.  24     ... 

xix.  4 

Gal.  ii.  16. 

P.  25     ... 

X.  42 

. . . 

Rom.  xiv.  9. 

P.  26     ... 

xiii.  48 

.  • . 

1  Thess.  i.  8. 

27     ... 

xiii.  39 

. .  J 

1  Cor.  iv.  4. 

P.  28     ... 

xxi.  22 

. .  • 

1  Cor.  xiv.  26. 

P.  29     ... 

xiii.  1 

... 

1  Cor.  xii.  28. 

P.  30     ... 

xxi.  24 

Gal.  vi.  13. 

P.  31     ... 

xxii.  14 

xii.  47 

Rom.  ii.  18. 

P.  32     ... 

XX.  24 

. . . 

2  Tim.  iv.  7. 

P.  33     ... 

xxiii.  18 

Eph.  iii.  1. 

34     ... 

X.  3 

. . . 

Gal.  iv.  14. 

P.  35     ... 

i.  14 

Eph.  vi.  18. 

36     ... 

viii.  39 

iv.  18 

2  Cor.  iii.  17. 

P.  37     ... 

XV.  22 

1  Cor.  xiv.  23 

P.  38     ... 

xxi.  14 

Eph.  V.  17. 

39     ... 

xiii.  39 

... 

1  Cor.  ix.  9. 

P.  40     ... 

ii.  30 

Rom.  i.  3. 

P.  41     ... 

ii.  44  (cf. 

1  John  V.  1) 

Rom.  iii.  22. 

42     ... 

xxiv.  16 

Rom.  iv.  2. 

P.  43     ... 

V.  41 

. .  t 

Rom.  i.  5. 

P.  44     ... 

ix.  31 

... 

2  Cor.  V.  11. 

45     ... 

xxiv.  15 

• . . 

1  Cor.  XV.  13. 

46     ... 

V.  21 

i.  16 

2  Cor.  iii.  13. 

P.  47     ... 

xviii.  25 

... 

Rom.  xii.  11. 
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Peculiar  to 
St.  Paul. 

48  .. 

49  .. 
P.  50  .. 
P.  51  .. 

52  .. 

53  .. 
P.  54  .. 
P.  55  .. 

56  .. 

P.  57  .. 

58  .. 

P.  59  .. 

P.  60  .. 

P.  61  .. 

62  .. 

63  .. 

64  .. 

65  .. 

P.  m  .. 

p.  Q1  ... 

P.  68  .. 

P.  69  .. 

P.  70  ... 

P.  71  .. 

72  .., 

P.  73  .. 

P.  74  ... 


P. 
P. 


75 
76 

78 


The  Acts. 

XX.  7 
ii.  45 
XV.  21 
viii.  30 
iii.  20 
ix.  41 

XX.   1 

ix.  22,  25 
xiii.  21 
X.  12 
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xiii.  30 
xvii.  2 
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1  Cor.  X.  16. 
Eph.  iv.  28. 
Titus  i.  5. 

2  Cor.  iii:  2. 
2  Thess.  i.  9. 
Eph.  i.  1. 

1  Tim.  i.  3. 

2  Cor.  xi. 32, 33. 
Rom.  xi.  1. 
Rom.  i.  23. 
Rom.  vi.  3. 

1  Cor.  i.  2. 

2  Cor.  iii.  15. 
1  Cor.  vii.  26. 
Rom.  i.  32. 
Rom.  xvi.  16. 

1  Cor.  ix.  6. 

2  Cor.  xii.  2. 
Phil.  i.  5. 

2  Cor.  ii.  4. 
Eph.  vi.  21. 
Phil.  i.  20. 
Eph.  ii.  13. 
1  Cor.  ix.  3. 
1  Cor.  V.  2. 
Eph.  iv.  16. 
Col.  i.  12. 
Rom.  xvi.  7. 
Col.  iii.  17. 
lCor.xv.15,20. 
Rom.  XV.  4. 
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xxi.  27 
xi.  22 
xii.  4 
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xiii.  23 
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xxiv.  17 
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xxiv.  24 
vii.  53 
i.  3 
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xiii. 
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16 


ii.  9 
iv.  10 
xii.  15 
ii.  31 
xxiv.  9 
xii.  1 
i.  2 


St.  Paul. 
2  Tim.  i.  15. 
1  Cor.  V.  1. 
1  Cor.  V.  7. 

1  Cor.  V.  5. 
Rom.  i.  3. 
Rom.  XV.  23. 
Gal.  ii.  1. 
Rom.  xiii.  6. 

2  Tim.  iii.  15. 
Gal.  iii.  19. 
Rom.  xii.  1. 
Eph.  i.  18. 

2  Cor.  xii.  14. 
1  Cor.  X.  31. 
1  Cor.  i.  9. 

1  Cor.  xiii.  3. 

2  Cor.  X.  i. 
Rom.  xi.  7. 
2  Cor.  iv.  4. 

2  Thess.  ii.  13. 
Rom.  i.  16. 
2  Cor.  xiii.  14. 


You  will  now  be  in  a  position  to  study  and  verify 
the  somewliat  uninteresting-looking  lists  of  words 
and  plirases  in  the  Appendix,  which  I  need  not  say 
have  given  me  much  labour,  and  on  which  rests  the 
proof  of  my  assertion  of  that  most  important  truth, 
that  St.  Paul  himself  was  the  real  author  of  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles,  and  consequently  the  author 
also  of  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  which  were  both  written 
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by  his   direction  at  Rome  during  the  leisure  of  his 
imprisonment,  a.d.  61-63.* 

Before  doing  so,  however,  you  may  like  to  glance  at 
the  following  observations  on  the  Preface  to  St.  Luke's 
Gospel  (Note  A.),  and  on  that  ^^ norifiinis  umbra'' 
Theophilus  (Note  B.). 

*  Spanheim,  Pearson,  Tillemont,  Winer,  Anger,  Wieseler, 
Wordsworth,  Alford  all  agree  that  St.  Paul  arrived  at  Rome  in 
A.D.  61,  the  shipwreck  having  occurred  late  in  the  autumn  of 
A.D.  60.—Farrar,  "  St.  Paul,"  vol.  ii.  p.  624.  The  last  words  in 
the  Acts  could  not  have  been  written  before  the  spring  of  A.D.  63. 
St.  Paul's  martyrdom  (according  to  M.  Kenan)  took  place  in  the 
summer  of  a.d.  64. — Conyheare  and  Howson,  "  St.  Paul,"  new 
edition,  appendix  iii.,  p.  823;  Eenan,  "Hibbert  Lectures  for  1880," 
pp.  90,  91. 
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Note  A. 

ON  THE  INTRODUCTION  TO  ST.  LUKE'S  GOSPEL. 

(St.  Luke  i.  1-4.) 

Something  depends  on  the  meaning  of  sv  r^uiv.  It  may  mean 
more  than  "  among  us  "  ;  it  may  mean  "  by  us,"  "  by  our 
agency  and  instrumentality/'  Kpiveiv  ev  dvdpt  (Acts  xvii.  31), 
6  KoapLOQ  Kpiverai  iv  v/niv  (1  Cor.  vi.  2),  "  av  signifying  the 
instrument  and  means,  and  being  thus  joined  with  personal 
names  "  *  (cf.  St.  Luke  xi.  15,  tjcjSaXAet  ra  Sai/novia  tv  dpxovri 
Twv  ^aiiuLoviwv) .  A  good  deal  more  turns  on  the  meaning  of 
■jr^rtpofopeu)  here.  Wyclif  translates  it,  "  Thinges  which  ben 
JiUid  inn  us."  The  Vulgate  has,  "  Narrationem,  quee  in 
nobis  completce  sunt,  rerum."  Luther,  ''Die  Rede  von  den 
Geschichten  so  unter  uns  ergangen  sind " ;  while  Bishop 
Lightfoot  says,t  "  There  is  in  the  usage  of  the  word  no  justi- 
fication for  translating  it  'most  surely  believed'  in  Luke  i.  1, 
and  it  should,  therefore,  be  rendered  'fulfilled,  accom- 
plished.' "  The  Revisers  have  improved  the  translation  of 
this  passage  by  the  use  of  the  word  "fulfilled";  for,  if  the 
true  meaning  is  not  "  the  matters  accomplished  by  us,"  it  is 
certainly  "  the  things  fulfilled  among  us." 

This  goes  far  to  prove  the  truth  of  what  Olshausen  says  :  | 
"  This  Proemium  must  be  viewed  as  introductory  to  St. 
Luke's  whole  work  (the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  being  re- 
garded as  a  second  part  of  the  Gospel),"  for  the  Gospel  ends 
with  a  promise  of  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  accomplishing 
of  which  we  do  not  hear  of  till  we  read  on  to  the  beginning 
of  the  Acts,  and  with  a  prophecy — the  preaching  the  Gospel 

*  Winer,  "Grammar  of  New  Testament  Greek,"  Moulton,  third  edition, 
pp.  485,  486. 

t  On  Colossians  iv.  12. 

X  "  Biblical  Commentary,"  E.  Tr.,  vol.  i.  p.  75. 


The  Preface  to  St.  Luke.  87 

among  all  nations — the  fulfilment  of  which  we  do  not  wholly 
realise  till  we  come  to  the  end  of  the  Acts,  and  find  St.  Paul 
at  Rome  preaching  the  kingdom  of  God  to  all  who  come  to 
him. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Third  Gospel  and  the  Acts 
form  one  organic  whole — one  complete  conception  in  the  mind 
of  the  author.  He  speaks  in  Acts  i.  1  of  the  Gospel  as  6 
TTpwTog  Xoyog ;  now,  Xo'^oq  is  used  for  "  one  section,*  or  part, 
of  such  a  work  as  Herodotus,^'  and  irpwrog  certainly  means 
''first,"  not  "former" — first  in  order  of  arrangement,  not 
former  in  time  of  writing.  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts  form  one 
history,  divided,  for  convenience,  into  two  parts  or  sections — 
St.  Luke  the  fii-st  part,  the  Acts  the  second  part.f  We  have 
only  to  remove  the  last  verse  which  fitly  ends  St.  Luke,  and 
the  first  eleven  verses  which  serve  as  an  introduction  to  the 
Acts,  to  read  the  whole  as  one  continuous  narrative,  the  words 
virearpexpav  tig  'lepovaaXrjfx  (Luke  xxiv.  52,  repeated  in  Acts 
i.  12)  forming  the  point  of  junction.  This  is  quite  con- 
clusively proved  by  the  very  large  number  of  words  and 
phrases  in  St.  Luke  which  are  repeated  in  the  Acts;  both 
parts  must  have  come  from  one  mind  in  the  same  condition, — 
that  is,  at  one  and  the  same  time.  J 

The  Acts  are  the  composition  of  one  who  was  engaged  in 

*  Liddell  and  Scott,  "Greek  Lexicon,"  p.  845,  iv.  2.  "When  an  author 
divided  a  work  into  several  books,  it  was  usual  to  include  only  one  book  in 
a  volume  or  roll,  so  that  there  was  generally  the  same  number  of  volumes 
as  of  hooka."— Smith's  "Classical  Dictionary,"  small  ed.,  article  "Liber," 
p.  238. 

t  Bengel  says,  "  \oyog  Latinis  liber  tantam  solet  habere  longitudinem  ut 
lector  cupidus  una  lectione  absolvere  possit." — "Gnomon,"  Acts  i.  1. 

t  There  are  fully  500  words  (more  than  60  of  which  are  peculiar  to  Luke 
and  Acts)  out  of  1,500,  the  whole  number  in  the  Acts,  which  are  thus 
repeated,  as  well  as  200  or  300  phrases.  Besides  this,  portions  of  the  Acts 
seem  to  have  been  written  down  as  the  fulfilment  of  previous  statements  in 
St.  Luke,  while  the  mental  standpoint  and  subjective  colouring  of  the  two 
sections  are  so  precisely  identical,  that  it  is  psychologically  impossible  that 
they  can  have  been  divided  by  any  lapse  of  time  or  chasm  of  experience, 
e.g.,  St.  Luke  ix.  5,  compared  with  Acts  xiii.  51  ;  St.  Luke  xxi.  15  with 
Acts  vi.  10. 
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this  great  work  of  preaching  the  Gospel  to  the  Gentiles. 
This  is  shown  by  the  '^  we  "-passages  in  the  Acts*;  and  there 
is  a  "  we  "-passage  also  in  this  introduction  (Luke  i.  2). 

Who  is  so  likely  to  have  penned  these  as  the  master  mind, 
the  man  who  was  the  chief  and  leader  in  the  work — and 
who  wished  to  leave  a  proper  history  of  his  life-work  behind 
him — namely,  St.  Paul  ?  That  he  did  regard  his  life-work  as 
accomplished,  and  successfully  accomplished,  in  spite  of  all 
opposition  and  persecution,  can  easily  be  seen  from  Rom.  xv. 
and  Col.  i.  His  own  view  of  his  position  on  reaching  Eome 
was  certainly  that  expressed  by  Bengel,  "  Paulus  Eomae  apex 
Evangelii."  f 

The  mental  standpoint  of  the  author  of  this  preface  is 
precisely  the  mental  standpoint  of  St.  Paul  at  Eome.  He 
writes  with  much  self -consciousness,  as  is  shown  in  these  four 
verses,  and  especially  by  his  reference  to  tyw  in  verse  3,  and 
also  in  Acts  i.  1.  He  also  writes  with  a  sense  and  tone  of 
authority  J  and  decision,  as  one  who  by  his  position  and  circum- 
stances had  a  right  and  an  opportunity  to  deal  with  the  matter, 
Iv  rifitv  (verse  1)  tSo^s  ica/ixot  (verse  3);  the  latter  phrase  (though, 
no  doubt,  a  common  expression)  being  that  used  by  the 
Apostles,  in  issuing  their  decrees — ^oyijiaTa  (Acts  xvi.  4) — to 
the  Gentile  brethren  on  the  question  of  circumcision,  in  Acts 
XV.  25,  28.  Again,  the  writer  does  not  claim  to  be  an  eye- 
witness, but  says  that  he  has  received  the  account  from  those 
who  were  eye-witnesses  from  the  beginning  (dir'  apxn^)) 
and  he  states  that  he  has  carefully  and  accurately  traced  out 
everything  from  the  very  beginning  or  origin  {dvtoOsv)  of  the 
events  described,  with  a  view  to  writing  a  narrative  (to  super- 

*  "  The  key  to  the  Book  of  the  Acts  is,  I  venture  to  think,  to  be  found 
in  the  so-called  "  we  "-passages  which  form  its  latter  portion." — Sanday, 
"  Study  of  the  New  Testament,"  p.  34.     So  Paul  uses  "  we"  in  Rom.  i.  5. 

t  See  also  Kenan,  "  Hibbert  Lectures,"  p.  60  :  "A  sort  of  profound  instinct 
had  always  made  Paul  long  to  take  this  journey.  His  arrival  at  Rome  was 
an  event  in  his  life  almost  as  decisive  as  his  conversion.  In  it  he  believed 
himself  to  have  attained  the  highest  point  of  his  apostolical  career." 

X  As  if  he  were  not  unaccustomed,  on  occasion,  to  use  the  formula  of 
command,  sic  volo,  sic  juheo. 
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sede  other  existing  accounts,  7roXXo(,  verse  i.)  in  due  order 
of  the  succession  of  the  chief  events  (icaOt^j/c) ;  which  he  pro- 
ceeds to  do,  first  giving  the  ministry  of  Christ,  in  St.  Luke ; 
and  then  the  work  of  His  original  Apostles,  in  Acts  i.-xii. ; 
and  then,  in  Acts  xiii.-xxviii.,  the  spread  of  the  Gospel  in 
widening  circles  among  the  Gentiles,  through  the  labours  of 
Barnabas,  and  especially  of  St.  Paul,  the  whole  history  coming 
to  a  sudden  and  abrupt  termination,  without  any  proper  or 
formal  conclusion,  as  soon  as  St.  Paul,  the  Apostle  of  the 
Gentiles,  reaches  Home,  the  capital  of  the  Gentile  world, 
where  the  writer,  as  the  crowning  event  in  the  history  he 
had  undertaken  to  narrate,  leaves  him  preaching  the  Gospel, 
with  all  boldness  and  without  hindrance,  to  all  who  came  to 
him  (Acts  xxviii.  16,  31).  The  writer  refers  to  himself 
and  to  his  friends  as  connected  with  the  accomplishing 
of  the  events  related  in  his  history;  and,  connecting  the 
"we ^'-passage  in  Luke  i.,  verse  1,  with  the  many  "we^''- 
passages  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Acts,  it  is  scarcely  possible 
to  doubt  that  when  he  refers  to  the  irpayiuiaTa  TTETrXrjjoo^opijjuava 
Iv  r]}xiv, — Luke  i.  1, — he  would  have  us  understand  that  these 
deeds  had  been  accomplished  or  performed  by  the  agency 
and  instrumentality  of  himself  and  his  fellow- workers.  Surely, 
all  this  exactly  answers  to  St.  Paul — the  unique  St.  Paul — 
and  to  no  one  else.  His  Epistles  abundantly  show  that  he  is 
self-conscious, — ''I  Paul  ^'  and  "  \"  are  very  frequent  expres- 
sions in  them.*  He  was  fully  aware  of  his  apostolic  authority, 
and  more  than  once  referred  to  it  (Gal.  i.  1,  12)  :  he  was  "  not 
one  whit  behind  the  very  chiefest  Apostles"  (2  Cor.  xi.  5). 
Though  not  an  eye-witness  of  our  Lord^s  life  and  ministry 
himself,  nor  perhaps  of  the  earliest  events  in  the  history  of 
the  Church,  he  conferred  with  those  who  were — St.  Peter,  and 
St.  John  with  whom  our  Lord^s  Mother  made  her  home  (cf. 
1  Cor.  XV.  3).     He  was   the   colleague  of  Barnabas,  and  was 

*  There  are  only  two  places,  I  believe,  in  the  direct  narrative  of  the 
Acts  (ch.  xvi.  17;  xxi.  12-14)  where  "I  Paul"  might  not  be  substituted 
for  "  Paul."  These,  perhaps,  were  penned  by  Luke  or  Timothy.  Compare 
Caesar's  "  Commentaries,"  where  "  Caesar  "  stands  for  "  ego,"  I. 
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associated  with  Mark ;  he  stayed  maBy  days  at  the  house  of 
PhiHp  the  Evangelist^  one  of  the  original  seven  deacon s^  who 
was  the  companion  of  Stephen,  the  first  Christian  martyr; 
and  he  was  once,  at  least,  thrown  into  the  company  of  Mnason, 
of  Cyprus  (the  home  of  Barnabas),  a  disciple  '*^from  the  first,". 
dpxaiog  (Acts  xxi.  16).  In  addition  to  this,  St.  PauFs  presence 
at  Jerusalem,  as  related  in  Acts  vii.,  ix.,  xxii.,  xxvi.,  gave  him 
ample  opportunities  for  accurately  tracing  out  all  matters  related 
in  his  history  from  the  very  beginning  or  origin  of  Christianity. 
St.  Paul  had  received  the  right  hand  of  fellowship  from  James, 
Peter,  and  John,  the  pillars  of  the  Church,  as  the  Apostle  of  the 
heathen  (Gal.  ii.  9).  St.  Paul  was  the  "Apostle  and  teacher 
of  the  Gentiles  "  (1  Tim.  ii.  7),  "who  laboured  more  abundantly 
than  they  all ^•'  (1  Cor.  xv.  10);  and  who,  "from  Jerusalem 
round  about  unto  Illyricum,  had  fully  preached  the  Gospel  of 
Christ''  (Rom.  xv.  19).  St.  Paul  states,  in  Col.  i.  23,  that 
the  Gospel  had  been  preached  to  every  creature  which  is  under 
heaven ;  "  whereof  I,  Paul,  am  made  a  minister "  (cf .  St. 
Luke  xxiv.  46,47;  Acts  xxvi.  20).  Surely,  then,  St.  Paul 
could  speak  better  than  any  one  else  of  what  had  been 
accomplished  by  the  efibrts  of  himself  and  his  fellow- workers 
and  assistants,  and  St.  Paul  would  be  the  most  likely,  as 
well  as  the  best  qualified,  writer  to  tell  Theophilus  what  all 
Christendom  would  be  interested  to  know,  namely,  "what 
God  had  wrought  at  his  hands  among  the  Gentiles"  (Acts 
XV.  12 ;  xxi.  19) ;  and  how  the  Gentiles,  gladly  receiving 
that  Gospel  which  the  Jews  generally  rejected,  had  in  God's 
providence  succeeded  to  their  privileges,  and,  entering  in  at 
the  door  of  faith  which  had  been  opened  to  them  (Acts  xiv. 
27),  had  become  full  and  free  members  of  the  Church  of 
Christ.  The  wonder  is  not  that  St.  Paul  wrote  the  Acts ; 
the  marvellous  thing  would  have  been  if  such  a  man  had  not 
written  such  a  history  of  his  own  life-work.*  The  wonder 
would  have  been  if  St.  Paul  had  not  left  behind  him  some 
written  record  of  the  historical  facts  of  "  that  Gospel  which 

*  "  No  man  ever  did  so  great  a  deed  as  he  did." — Luthardt,  "  Funda- 
mental'Truths  of  Christianity,"  E.  Tr.,  third  edition,  p.  206. 
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he  preached  among  the  Gentiles"  =<^  during,  at  least,  a  quarter 
of  a  century,  and  to  which  ho  was  accustomed  to  refer  as  "  our 
Gospel,"  t  f^"d  even  as  "  mij  Gospel."  J 

Let  me  add  these  quotations  as  to  the  style  of  the  preface. 
"  As  regards  the  style,  we  perceive  it  is  pure  Greek."  § 
"  Luke,  in  his  Gospel,  where  he  was  dependent  on  the  Gospel 
paradosis,  has  more  Hebraisms  than  in  the  Acts,  and  the 
falling-off  in  the  diction  after  the  preface  to  his  Gospel  was 
long  ago  pointed  out."  |1 

Now,  on  examining  the  words  and  phrases  of  this  introduc- 
tion, what  do  we  find  ?  We  find  that  St.  Paul  alone  of  the 
New  Testament  writers  uses  irX-npo^opuv  and  irapaKoXovBuv, 
these  two  within  a  few  verses  of  each  other,  in  2  Timothy 
(iii.  10;  iv.  5);  TrXrjporpopeiv  is  an  uncommon  word,"^  it  only 
occurs  once  in  the  LXX,  in  Ecclesiastes — it  is  scarcely 
known  in  classical  Greek — but  St.  Paul  uses  it  four  or  five 
times,  and  he  alone.**  I  may  mention  that,  on  comparing 
2  Tim.  IV.  5,  rrjv  diuKOViav  aov  Tr\r]po(popTf\aov,  with  Col.  iv. 
17,  |3Xf7r£  TTiv  ^laKoviav  iva  avrrjv  7rXr]poiQ,  we  see  at  once 
that  St.  Paul  used  7r\rjpo(f)opsiv  (=  TrXr/pouv)  in  the  sense  of 
"  accomplish  or  fulfil " ;  but  I  must  not  dwell  on  this,  lest 
you  should  say  that  I  am  arguing  in  a  circle.  St.  Paul  alone 
uses  Kapoi,  KaTr])(^Eiv,  dacjiaXsia,  iirEi^t).  'ETretcrjTTcp  is  not  to 
be  found  elsewhere  in  the  New  Testament,  but  St.  Paul 
alone  uses  lirenrtp  (Rom.  iii.  30).  Of  the  phrases  in  the 
Preface  St.  Paul  alone  uses  KaOwg  Trapidocjav  npiv  (1  Cor. 
xi.  2  ;  cf.  1  Thess.  iv.  1,  and  1  Cor.  xv.  8),  Karrjxstv — Xojog 
(Gal.  vi.  6),  while  in  Acts  xxvi.  4  ff.  the  phrase  6  ott'  apxr}Q 
jivopsvog,  and  the  words  dvo)6iv,  irpoyivwaKsiv  {iiriyivwaKtiv), 
oKjOtjSjjc    (aKjOtjSwc)^   KpaTiaT£    (only    in    Acts),    all   occur   in  a 

*  Gal.  ii.  2;  Rom.  xv.  19. 
t  1  Thess.  i.  5;  2  Cor.  iv.  3. 

X  Rom.  ii.  16 ;  2  Tim.  ii.  8.     Compare  also  2  Tim.  ii.  2,  9 ;  iv.  6. 
§  Olshausen,  vol.  i.  p.  73. 

II  Winer,  "  Grammar  of  the  New  Testament,"  p.  31,  note  1. 
^  "For  the  most  part  only  in  biblical  and  Patristic  Greek  =  wXtipow." — 
Cremer,  "  Biblico-Theological  Lex.,"  p.  521. 
**  See  Note  C,  VII.,  p.  99. 
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speech  of  St.  PauFs ;  and  you  will  bear  in  mind  (as  proving* 
that  this  phrase^  which  does  not  occur  elsewhere^  and  these 
words  came  from  St.  Paul  himself),  that  St.  Paul's  speeches 
in  the  Acts  do  contain  real  phrases,  as  well  as  words,  actually- 
used  by  St.  Paul  in  his  Epistles,  e.g.  teXhv  top  ?)pofiov,  airo 
TTQUJTriQ  i^fiiQaq,  iracra  (rvvtiorjaig,  t]  iKickriaia  tov  Geov,  0£Oc  (j) 
Aarpeutt),  ttoAAi}  OXfipig,  and  teXhovv  ttjv  SiaKOviav  r]v  l\a^ov 
irapa  tov  Kvpiov,  in  St.  Paul's  address  to  the  Ephesian  elders 
(Acts  XX.  24),  which  is  essentially  the  same,  mutatis  mutandis, 
as  St.  Paul's  message  to  Archippus  (in  Oolossians  iv.  17), 
TrArjpouv  Trjv  ciaKOvtav  i^v  Trape\a(5sg  Iv  Kwptfj). 

There  is,  therefore,  good  reason  for  asserting  that  three 
phrases,  three  principal  verbs,  one  substantive,  and  one  par- 
ticle in  the  Preface  to  St.  Luke  are  all  peculiar  to  St.  Paul ; 
while  all  the  words  of  the  Preface  (except  three  or  four) 
can  be  found  in  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  or  else  in  the  Acts* — 
several  of  these  words  in  the  latter  occurring  in  St.  Paul's 
speeches,  and  others  in  those  narrative  portions  which  more 
immediately  concern  St.  Paul. 

This  being  so,  it  seems  that  the  result  of  this  examination 
of  the  preface  of  St.  Luke  is  that  the  balance  of  probability 
clearly  is  on  the  side  of  St.  Paul  having  been  its  author, 
thus  confirming  what  I  have  already  demonstrated  from  other 
considerations,  namely,  that  St.  Paul  was  the  author  who 
planned  and  caused  to  be  written  in  his  own  lifetime  the 
whole  work  and  history  contained  in  the  Third  Gospel  and 
the  Acts  of  the  Apostles. 

*  'Aa(pa\r]g  and  ypa<p<i)  also  occur  ■within  ten  verses  of  the  words  quoted 
on  the  preceding  page  ;  iva  iiriyvtf),  yviovai  to  da(pa\tg,  are  to  be  found  a 
chapter  or  two  earlier  (xxii.  24,  30) ;  KaQt^jjg  (Acts  xviii.  23),  while  the 
two  verbs,  i-n-ixuptiv,  tTriyiviDCKnv,  are  used  together  in  Acts  ix.  29,  30,  in 
recounting  the  personal  experiences  of  St.  Paul.  These  words  and  phrases 
of  the  preface  thus  occurring  in  the  latter  part  of  the  history,  most  of  them 
at  the  end  of  the  Acts,  show  that  the  whole  was  published  together  as  one 
continuous  history  (compare  Olshausen's  remarks  as  to  the  preface  being 
the  preface  to  the  whole  work) ;  especially  as  the  preface  to  a  work  is,  as 
Alford  points  out,  generally  written  last,  after  the  work  itself  is  completed. 
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Note   B. 
ON   THEOPHILUS. 

On  referring  to  Smith's  "Dictionary  of  the  Bible  "  (smallest 
edition),  I  find  the  following: — "Theophilus,  the  person  to 
whom  St.  Luke  inscribes  his  Gospel  and  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles.  From  the  honourable  epithet  applied  to  him  in 
Luke  i.  3,  it  has  been  argued,  with  much  probability,  that 
he  was  a  person  in  high  ofiicial  authority. '' 

That  is  but  a  meagre  account  of  the  man  to  whom  was 
first  addressed  a  work  of  such  importance,  containing  the 
fullest  history  we  have  of  our  Lord's  life  and  of  the  labours 
of  His  Apostles,  without  which,  indeed,  we  should  know 
nothing  of  the  early  days  of  Christianity;  and  which,  for 
1800  years,  has  been  treasured  by  the  whole  of  Christendom. 
A  very  slight  examination  of  the  contents,  however,  will 
suflBce  to  convince  us  that  a  history  so  unrivalled  in  interest 
and  importance  was  never  designed  merely  for  the  private 
perusal  of  any  individual,  however  exalted  his  rank  might 
be.  Even  Olshausen,*  who  thinks  that  Theophilus  was 
probably  a  distinguished  Eoman,  says  :  "  Theophilus,  accord- 
ingly, stands  before  us  as  the  representative  of  inquiring 
heathens  in  general;  and  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles  is 
most  thoroughly  adapted  to  the  wants  of  such."  The 
words  quoted  above  come  from  the  smallest  edition  of  the 
"  Dictionary  of  the  Bible,''  but  the  very  largest  can  add 
nothing  more  certain,  nothing  more  satisfactory.  The  fact 
is,  nothing  ivhatever  is  known  as  to  Theophilus.  He  is 
a  mere  shadow.  The  fullest  accounts  of  him  are  given 
by  those  who  lived  longest  after  him.  Theophilus  is,  if  I 
may  venture  to  change  one  word  in  a  well-known  quotation, 
*'  Nomen   et   praeterea   nihil."    .    .    .    "  Many   have    thought, 

*  "The  Gospels,"  vol.  iv.  p.  214. 
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from  the  time  of  Origerij  that  Theophilus  is  simply  a  symbohc 
title  of  the  true  disciple."* 

It  is  curious  that  the  Church  should  know  absolutely  nothing 
of  a  convert  of  high  rank  at  a  time  when  "  not  many  mighty, 
not  many  noble  men,  were  called"  (1  Cor.  i.  26),  to  whom 
it  owes_,  indirectly,  so  much.  But  not  every  one  has  fancied 
KpaTKTTe  to  necessarily  imply  high  rank.  Wyclif,  with  his 
"  Thou  best  teofile,"  not  deeming  him  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  bestow  on  him  even  a  capital  "T";  Tyndale, 
with  his  ''  good  Theophilus";  and  Luther,  with  "  mein  guter 
Theophile,"  did  not  think  so. 

Moreover,  certain  it  is  that  this  token  of  high  rank  has 
vanished  by  the  time  we  reach  Acts  i.  1  (which,  in  any  case, 
is  an  argument  in  favour  of  there  having  been  no  interval 
between  the  composition  of  the  two  parts  of  the  history),  for 
there  we  find,  familiarly  enough,  plain  "  Theophilus,"  pure 
and  simple — plain,  unvarnished  "  Teofle,"  as  Wyclif  has  it, 
with  a  variation  in  the  spelling,  which  is  perhaps  not  to  be 
wondered  at,  coming  as  it  does  from  one  whose  own  name 
can  be  spelt  in  sixteen  different  ways;  though  Tyndale 
manages  to  make  out  of  it  "  Deare  frende  Theophilus,"  and 
Luther  "  Lieber  Theophile."  No  doubt  KpaTiare  was  used, 
like  hone'\  or  optime  in  Latin,  as  equivalent  to  ''^my  good 
friend,"  and  was  meant  here  to  apply  to  any  Christian  reader 
(much  as  an  author  nowadays  addresses  his  courteous  reader, 
or  gentle  reader),  and  should  be  rendered,  "my  excellent 
Theophilus,"  or  "  my  good  friend  Theophilus." 

Epiphanius,  quoted  by  Alford  on  Luke  i.  4,  wrote — alrovv 
Tivi  Qeo^iXoj  TOTE  yf}a(j)MV  tovto  iXtysv,  T]  Travri  dvOpwirw  Qsov 
dyair(i)vTi.  But  Epiphanius  is  mistaken,  I  think,  in  supposing 
that  Theophilus  is  properly  "  one  loving  God,"  though  some- 
times it  may  have  had  that  meaning ;  it  means  rather  "  one 
beloved  by  God":  (piXoOeog,  used  by  Aristotle,  and  St.  Paul  in 
2  Tim.  iii.  4,  is  "  one  loving  God,"  formed  on  the  same 
analogy  as  ^tXapyujOoc,    'Moving   money,"   and   many   other 

*  Professor  Westcott's  "  Introduction  to  Study  of  Gospels,"  p.  235, 
note  3.  +  Horace. 
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similar  words:  take,  for  instance,  TinoBeag,  "honouring  God" 
—St.  Paul's  "own  son  in  the  faith,  Timothy"  (1  Tim.  i.  2)  ; 
Qeo(pi\og — "  dear  to  God,"  or  "  loved  by  God  " — formed  like 
GeoStSofcroc  "taught  by  God,"  which  is  used  by  St.  Paul 
in  1  Thess.  iv.  9,  or  Qeodorog  (3  Maccabees  i.  2)  =  QeodwpoQ, 
"  given  by  God,"  or  "  the  gift  of  God." 

Now,  "  Beloved,"  and  "  Beloved  of  God,"  is  just  the  mode 
of  address  which  St.  Paul  uses  in  writing  from  Rome  at  this 
time  (Phil.  iv.  1,  dyairr}Toi,  "  Beloved  "),  and  which  he  had 
used  previously  in  writing  to  these  very  Roman  Christians, 
for  whom  the  Acts,  as  it  wo  aid  appear  (and,  indeed,  as  I  have 
proved),  were  written  (ayoTrr/rot  Qsov,  Rom.  i.  7,  "Beloved 
of  God").  What  is  the  difference  in  meaning  between  dyaTrrjTog 
Qeov  and  Q£o(j)iXog  ?  There  is  none  whatever ;  but  the  latter 
may  well  do  duty  as  a  proper  name. 

That  St.  Paul  was  keenly  alive  to  the  form  and  sound, 
and  even  to  the  shades  of  meaning,  of  words,  is  conclusively 
shown  by  his  constant  play  on  words — his  frequent  use  of 
the  figure  Paronomasia ;  and  that  such  thoughts  were  passing 
through  his  mind  at  this  very  time  at  Rome,  is  evident  from 
his  play  on  the  name  of  Onesimus,  the  unprofitable  *  slave  in 
the  Epistle  to  Philemon. 

Whence  I  conclude  that  Theophilus  stands  for  any  baptised 
Gentile  Christian  convert,  and  that  St.  Paul  chose  the  title 
as  expressing  his  affectionate  regard  for  all  Gentile  converts 
(for  whom  his  great  history  was  written),  including  ourselves 
— as  dyaTTtjToi  Qeov. 

*  'Ax(>r)ffTOQ,  the  word  used  by  St.  Paul,  in  verse  11,  is  a  synonym  for 
avovtjTog  =  unprofitable  ;  'OvriatnoQ  =  jyrofitable—"  an  aS'ectionate  play  on  a 
name"  :  comp.  verse  20,  ovainrjv  (see  Bishop  Lightfoot,  "Philemon"). 
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Note    C. 

I.  "The  Acts  of  the  Apostles"  is  not  the  'proper  title  of  the 
hook.     (See  page  87.) 

"  The  title  of  the  book  (the  Acts  of  the  Apostles)  was  cer- 
tainly not  prefixed  by  St.  Luke,  for  the  manuscripts  differ 
very  much  with  respect  to  it;  he  would  himself  probably 
have  named  it  Xoyoc  ^zvT^poq." — Olshausen,  "  Bibl.  Com./' 
E.  Tr.,  vol.  iv.  p.  214. 

"  It  was  not  strange,  however,  especially  when  the  books 
of  the  New  Testament  came  to  be  collected  together  in  a 
volume,  and  the  '  former  treatise '  took  its  place  side  by  side 
with  the  other  Gospels,  and  was  thus  parted  from  its  com- 
panion, that  a  distinct  title  should  be  given  to  it,"  i.e.  to 
the  latter,  namely,  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles. — Dean  Plumptre 
in  Bishop  Ellicott^s  "  Commentary,"  '^  The  Acts  of  the 
Apostles,"  Introduction,  p.  1. 

II.    The  Acts  are  tlie  work  of  a  highly -educated  author. 
(See  page  53.) 

There  can  be  no  denying  the  all-embracing  range  of  the 
author's  mind,  seeing  that  he  gives  so  accurate  an  account  of 
such  multifarious  and  widely -different  subjects.  He  speaks  to 
us  familiarly  of  the  Jewish  law  and  ceremonial,  of  heathen  my- 
thology, of  Greek  philosophy,  of  Roman  history  ;  he  mentions 
Jews,  Greeks,  and  Barbarians.  He  is  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  the  Primitive  Church;  he  knows 
all  about  the  Herods  and  the  Ceesars ;  he  is  not  ignorant  of 
geography,  and  he  is  so  cosmopolitan  as  to  be  equally  at  home 
in  Ephesus,  Athens,  Rome,  and  Jerusalem,  He  is  not  un- 
acquainted with  politics,  and  knows  something  at  least  of 
medicine;  while    it  has    even   been   said  that  he   displays  a 
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correct  (though  not  a  technical)  knowledge  of  seamanship. 
Any  man  who  knew,  and  could  accurately  write  on,  all  these 
topics,  in  those  days  at  least,  must  have  been  very  observant, 
very  intelligent,  and  very  highly  educated.  We  have  con- 
vincing proof  that  St.  Paul  was  such  a  highly-educated  man ; 
but  we  have  no  evidence  that  St.  Luke  possessed  the  intelli- 
gence, education,  or  literary  ability  needed  to  originate  or 
compose  such  an  interesting,  important,  and  ably-written 
history  as  that  contained  in  St.  Luke  and  the  Acts.* 


III.  There  is  a  very  close  connexion  betiveen  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles  and  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians.    (See  page  60.) 

There  seems  every  reason  to  think  that  the  so-called  Acts 
of  the  Apostles  are  the  historical  and  apologetic  treatise  on 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Gentile  Christians,  while  the 
encyclical  Epistle,  known  to  us  as  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians, 
is  the  doctrinal  and  practical  treatise  on  the  privileges  and 
duties  of  the  same  Gentile  Christians  in  the  Church  of  Christ. 
Both  these  important  treatises   (which  afford  the  most  con- 

*  To  give  some  examples  :  he  speaks  of  Herod  the  king  and  Herod  the 
tetrarch ;  of  Epicureans  and  Stoics ;  of  Jupiter,  Mercury,  Diana,  Vengeance, 
Castor  and  Pollux  ;  makes  a  latent  reference  to  Apollo  ;  and  tells  us  of 
Augustus,  Tiberius,  and  Claudius  Caesar.  We  have  mentioned,  by  one 
apparently  well  acquainted  with  them,  Jerusalem,  Antioch,  Athens,  Crete, 
Ephesus,  Corinth,  and  other  towns  and  places.  We  have  the  words  (one 
or  two  being  unusual  words), — some  of  which  are  to  be  found  in  Josephus, 
and  others  of  which  have  been  found  on  coins  and  in  ancient  inscriptions, — 
^/jXwrrjc,  TTvtvfia  YlvQwvoQ  (an  allusion  to  the  Oracle  at  Delphi),  6  Ss/Saaroe, 
vitx)KopoQ  (verified  by  numismatic  evidence),  aixapioq,  (iapjiaQOQ,  "Ivpriq, 
Kavawv,  ape/ioc  rv^wj'iKog.  We  read  of  Asiarchs  and  PoUtarchs,  of  Eoman 
colonies  and  Eoman  citizens,  of  magistrates,  deputies,  and  lictors,  and  at 
Malta  of  6  irpwroc,  the  chief  man  of  the  island,  a  title  {irpwroq  MtXirai^v) 
which  has  been  found  in  inscriptions  at  Citta  Vecchia,  the  former  capital  of 
Malta— not  far  from  St.  Paul's  Bay,  the  traditional  scene  of  the  shipwreck. 
In  Acts  xxvii.  we  have  proofs  of  acquaintance  with  seamanship  ;  and  in  Acts 
xxviii.  (the  dysentery  accompanied  by  fever)  evidence  of  medical  knowledge 
as  great  (on  that  point  at  least)  as  that  of  Hippocrates  himself  {Hobart, 
"  Medical  Language  of  St.  Luke,"  p.  52). 
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vincing  internal  evidence  of  the  closest  connexion)  were 
written  by  the  same  author,  St.  Paul,  about  the  same  time, 
A.D.  62,  at  the  same  place,  Eome, 

Dr.  Hort  says  : — ''  The  very  probable  view  that  the  Epistle 
traditionally  entitled  irpoq  'E(j)e(novQ  was  addressed  to  a 
plurality  of  churches  has  naturally  given  rise  to  the  supposition 
that  the  words  Iv  'E^ectw  (ch.  i.  1)  are  not  so  much  spurious 
as  local,  filling  up  an  intentional  gap  in  the  text  for  Ephesian 
readers,  but  intended  to  be  replaced  by  ev  and  another  name 
for  readers  belonging  to  other  churches  addressed." 

"  Transcriptional  evidence  strongly  supports  the  testimony 
of  documents  against  Iv  'E^go-fo^'  (ch.  i.  1).  '''There  is  much 
probability  in  the  suggestion  of  Beza  and  Ussher,  adopted  by 
many  commentators,  that  this  Epistle  was  addressed  to  more 
than  one  church.  It  is  certainly  marked  by  an  exceptional 
generality  of  language,  and  its  freedom  from  local  and 
personal  allusions  places  it  in  marked  contrast  to  the  twin 
Epistle  to  the  Colossians  conveyed  by  the  same  messenger." 
"  Apart  from  any  question  of  the  reading  (ch.  i.  1),  this  is  the 
simplest  explanation  of  the  characteristics  of  the  Epistle.'^ — 
Westcott  and  Hort,  ''Greek  Testament,"  vol.  ii.,  p.  302 ;  and 
Appendix,  pp.  123,  124. 

IV.  The  following  are  the  references  to  the  phrases  of  the 
LXX  (Letter  VI.,  par.  1,  page  51) : — Gen.  vi.  2;  Isaiah  xlix.  6 
Gen.  V.   25  and  Dan.  i.   19;  Gen.  xi,  6;  Numbers  xxii.  20 

1  Kings  i.   7;  Gen.  xviii.  27;  Deut.  xxv.  2;  Josh.  xix.  48 

2  Kings  xviii.  8;  1  Kings  xx.  31;  Lev.  viii.  35;  Deut.  viii.  19; 
Ex.  xi.  1 ;  xxii.  23,  26 ;  Ps.  Ixxxviii.  3.  St.  Paul  uses  similar 
Hebrew  expressions:  Col.  i.  11;  2  Cor.  xi.  2;  1  Cor.  xvi.  10; 
2  Tim.  ii.  19;  1  Thess.  v.  5  ;  2  Thess.  ii.  3;  Eph.  iv.  1; 
Rom.  iii.  20;  1  Cor.  ix.  7;  1  Thess.  iii.  4;  Phil.  ii.  8;  iii.  9; 
Rom.  ix.  7,  26  (quoted  from  the  LXX.) ;  Gal.  i.  23  ;  iv.  18. 

V.  With  regard  to  the  shipwreck  (Letter  VI.,  par.  4, 
page  53),  Archdeacon  Norris  says : — "  This  voyage  was  tlie 
crisis  of  St.  Luke's  whole  narrative  ....  To  show  how  the 
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Gospel  came  to  Rome  was  tlie  great  purpose  lie  kept  steadily 
in  view  from  first  to  last  ....  How  naturally,  when  at 
length  the  Apostle  is  embarked  on  the  final  voyage,  the 
interest  culminates,  and  every  peril  becomes  invested  with 
critical  importance  !  " — ^'Key  to  the  Acts,"  p.  129. 


VI.  (Letter  V.,  page  43.)  I  may  mention  that  the  word 
irpoKOTTTHv,  applied  to  Christ  in  St.  Luke  a  few  verses 
further  on  (ch.  ii.  52),  is  applied  by  St.  Paul  to  himself  (Gal. 
i.  14).  The  same  may  be  said  of  KUKovpyog  (Luke  xxiii.  32; 
2  Tim.  ii.  9).  Both  these  words  are  peculiar  to  St.  Paul  and 
St.  Luke. 

YII.  (On  the  Introduction  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  p.  91.) 
St.  Paul  uses  the  word  7rXrj|Oo0O|O£tv  twice  in  one  chapter 
(2  Tim.  iv.  5  and  17).  In  the  latter  verse  he  says,  Iva  Si' 
Ifxov  TO  Ki]pvyua  Tr\i}po<popr]Orj  (cf.  Luke  i.  1).  He  thus  uses 
TrXripo(})opeiv  in  the  sense  of  '^fulfil  or  accomplish,''  in  con- 
nexion with  the  preaching  ((crjpvyjua)  "of  the  Gospel  com- 
mitted to  his  trust"  (1  Tim.  i.  11),  "  whereunto  he  was 
ordained  a  preacher"  (icrjpu^)  (1  Tim.  i.  6).  Moreover,  it  is 
at  Rome  that  St.  Paul  makes  use  of  the  unusual  word 
Tr\r]po(pop£iv  in  this  way.  Does  not,  then,  the  Iva  St'  e/mov  to 
Kvpvyiua  TT\i]po^opr]Byj  of  St.  Paul  at  Rome  exactly  correspond 
to,  and  give  us  all  the  light  we  need  as  to  the  exact  meaning 
of,  the  irpaypuTa  7r£TrXi]po(popr]fX£va  Iv  rt/jiiv  of  the  Preface  to 
St.  Luke,  which  much-discussed  phrase  occurs  at  the  very 
beginning  of  that  elaborate  history,  the  end,  fulfilment,  and 
climax  of  which  is  St.  Paul  himself  preaching  the  Gospel  at 
Rome  ? 

YIIL  (On  the  Introduction  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel,  page  86.) 
That  the  author  of  the  Third  Gospel  uses  irXripo^opuv  in  the 
sense  of  "  fulfil,"  may  be  seen  by  tracing  the  word  irXripovv 
(and  its  compounds  and  equivalents,  avpirXupovv,  TeXsiv, 
TeXnovv)  throughout  his  history.     His  work  is  empluitically  a 

H    2 
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history  of  "  Fulfilment."  Another  instractive  word  to  trace 
thus  (as  showing  the  organic  unity  of  the  two  parts)  is  the 
word  0WC- 

IX.  (On  the  Introduction  to  St.  Luke's  Gospel^,  page  87.) 
The  two  sections  of  the  history  are  of  the  same  length,  and 
each  covers  about  the  same  period  of  time, — namely,  thirty 
years. 

X.  (Letter  VL,  page  52.)  The  tradition,  repeated  by  the 
Fathers  from  Irenaeus  (a.d.  160)  downwards,  attributing  the 
Third  Grospel  to  St.  Luke,  most  probably  arose,  I  think, 
from  St.  Paul's  statement  to  Timothy  written  at  Eome,  "  The 

time  of  my  departure  is  at  hand Only  Luke  is  with 

me"  (2  Tim.  iv.  6,  11),  and  is  rather  a  testimony  to  the 
authorship  of  St.  Paul,  and  to  the  fact  that  this  Gospel  was 
composed  at  Rome.  Cf.  Eusebius,  H.  E.,  II.  xxii.  "  It 
is  instructive  to  notice  how  the  tradition  [that  St.  Luke  was 
a  native  of  Antioch,  &c.]  grows  more  definite  in  time." — 
Canon  Westcott,  "  Introduction  to  the  Study  of  the  Gospels," 
p.  233,  note  1.  ''The  ancients  were  giants  in  Divinity,  but 
children  in  Criticism." — Dean  Burgon,  "  The  Last  Twelve 
Verses  of  St.  Mark,"  p.  227. 

XI.  Three  phrases  are  to  be  found  in  the  First  Epistle  of 
St.  Peter  very  similar  to,  if  not  identical  with,  those  that  I 
have  given  as  peculiar  to  St.  Paul  (1  Peter  i.  8;  iv.  5;  v.  10). 
I  have  not  thought  it  worth  while  to  remove  these  latter,  as 
this  fact  does  not  at  all  afi'ect  the  validity  of  the  argument. 
Indeed,  it  rather  confirms  it,  for  the  striking  resemblance  of 
the  phraseology  of  this  Epistle  to  the  phraseology  of  St.  Paul 
has  been  commented  on  by  more  than  one  critic.  "The 
first  doubt,  in  modern  times,  was  thrown  on  the  authenticity 
of  the  First  Epistle  of  St,  Peter  by  Cludius,  on  the  ground 
that  its  thoughts  and  expressions  are  too  like  those  of  St.  Paul, 
to  have  been  written  by  the  Apostle  whose  name  it  bears." — 
Alford,  "  Greek  Testament,"  fourth  edition,  vol.  iv.  "  Proleg.," 
p.  114.     "  St.  Peter,  therefore,  we  see,  did  not  manifest  any 
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resentment  towards  St.  Paul  for  the  rebuke  given  at  Antioch. 
....  He  frankly  conies  forward  and  adopts  St.  Paul's  ovm 
language  on  that  very  c/uestlo)i  which  had  been  the  subject 
of  their  dispute. — Bishop  Wordsivorth,  *' Greek  Testament/' 
Introduction  to  the  First  Epistle  of  St.  Peter,  pp.  43,  44. 
Eichhorn  supposed  that  it  was  written  by  John  Mark,  as  the 
connecting  link  between  Peter  and  Paul;  and  Schwegler 
thought  that  the  purpose  of  the  Epistle  was  one  of  recon- 
ciliation of  the  teachings  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul. — See 
Alford,  pp.  114,  115,  and  compare  Letter  V.,  page  37. 

XII.  (Letter  VI.,  par.  3  and  4,  page  53.)  The  writer  of  the 
Acts  was  shipwrecked  at  Melita  (Acts  xxvii.  37;  xxviii.  1). 
Now  we  hnow  that  St.  Paul  was  shipwrecked  at  Melita,  and 
it  is  possible  that  Aristarchus  may  also  have  been  ship- 
wrecked at  the  same  time  (Acts  xxvii.  2;  Col.  iv.  10);  but 
have  we  any  real  reason  to  suppose  that  Luke  was  ship- 
wrecked at  Melita — have  we  the  least  evidence  to  show 
that  Luke  ever  suffered  shipwreck  in  his  life  ?  If  Luke 
was  itot  shipwrecked  at  Melita,  it  is  quite  clear  that  he  could 
not  have  written  Acts  xxvii.  19,  "We  cast  out  with  our 
oivn  hands  the  tackling  of  the  ship,''  and,  therefore,  Luke 
could  not  have  been  the  author  of  the  Acts.  I  may  add 
that  this  very  expression,  avTo^Hp^q,  reminds  us  strongly  of 
St.  Paul's  favourite  phrase,  rate  tSmtc  X^P^'^>  ^^  ^  ^°^-  ^^-  ^^^ 
and  elsewhere.  The  name  of  Luke  is  not  even  once  mentioned 
in  the  Acts,  though  St.  Paul's  name  occurs  more  than  a 
hundred  times. 


I  cannot  refrain  from  adding,  as  my  concluding  observation, 
that  as  St.  Paul's  authorship  of  the  Third  Gospel  repels  the 
fierce  attacks  made  on  Christianity  from  the  historical  side, 
and  proves  Baur,  Strauss  and  the  other  sceptics  to  be  wrong, 
and  their  theories  unfounded ;  so,  applying  the  maxim  ''  ah 
uno  disce  omnes,"  we  may  not  unnaturally  expect  that  the 
prevailing  purely  scientific  scepticism,  with  all  its  arrogant 
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assertions  and  assumptions — all  the  more  to  be  deplored 
because  of  their  demoralising  influence  on  the  masses  of 
mankind, — the  Materialism  of  Professor  Tyndall^the  Positivism 
and  Agnosticism  of  Professor  Huxley  and  Mr.  Herbert 
Spencer,  may  speedily  prove  to  be  equally  unfounded,  and, 
therefore,  equally  untenable. 

The  poet  tersely  expresses  that  which  Bishop  Butler,  in  his 
unanswerable  work,  has  proved, 

''  Nature  is  Christian."  * 

This  fact  has  been  acknowledged  by  such  eminent  scientific 
authorities  as  Sir  James  Simpson,  that  true  Benefactor  of 
suffering  humanity,  by  the  gentle  and  modest  Professor 
Faraday,  and,  last  but  not  least,  by  that  intellectual  giant, 
the  Founder  of  modern  science,  the  great  Sir  Isaac  Newton 
himself.  But,  in  addition  to,  and  more  convincing  even  than, 
all  external  testimony,  every  Christian  has  the  evidence  of  his 
own  inner  spiritual  consciousness  and  experience,  which  to 
him  is  as  truly  a  fact  as  any  outward  phenomenon. 

He  feels  and  knows  that  Christianity,  however  misunder- 
stood or  misrepresented  it  may  be,  is,  in  its  essence,  a  message 
from  God  to  men.  In  spite  of  all  ^^oppositions  of  science 
falsely  so  called,"  having  'Hhe  witness  in  himself,"  the 
Christian  knows  that  C heist  is,  and  ever  must  be,  the  Teuth. 

"  My  doctrine  is  not  mine,  but  His  that  sent  me.  If  any 
man  will  do  His  will,  he  shall  know  of  the  doctrine,  whether  it 
he  of  GOD,  or  whether  I  speah  of  myself  f 

"  Heaven  and  earth  shall  pass  away,  but  My  Woeds  shall 
not  pass  away."  j 

*  Young,  "  Night  Thoughts."  t  St.  John  vii.  17. 

J  St.  Luke  xxi.  33. 
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I.  («). 


ctteiStj. 

akX  r). 
OTTWC  av. 
apa. 

airo  rov  vvv. 
avO^  <j}V. 
ra  TTtpi. 
TO  TTwg. 
oTTwg  fir}. 

aWa  Kai. 

fXsvovvyB. 

aXXa  ye. 

IcTioOsv  with  the  article. 

el  8c  Kptt.  15 


10 


£t  fir)  Ti. 

ye  without  another  par- 
ticle. 17 

juaXXov  8f. 
afia  8e  (cat. 

XotTTOV.  20 

ov  fxovov  Sc — aXXa  Kai. 

vvvi. 

el  TTcog. 

dXy  ohde. 

ofioOvfjLaBov.  25 

Si'  r)v  aiTiav. 


ra  Kara, 
o  Kat. 


28 


I.  {b). 


tTTl  TO  aVTQ. 
StO. 

a^pig  ov. 
ivaTi. 
el  fxr\. 
ovSETTore. 

£U. 

TToXXfj)  juaXXov. 
7ro<T<j)  /iaXXov. 

C(  KOI. 

STTEt. 


10 


fllTO^V. 


e\g  Te\og. 
eireiTa. 

TOI.VVV. 
TOVTeCTTl. 

eKTog. 

el  Se  firjye. 

orj. 

dlOTl. 

fiev  ovv. 

OVKeTl. 

fxrjKeri. 
Kadwg  Kai. 


15 


20 


Appendix 

A. 

l^tvOiv.                        25 

BiairavTog. 

fiaXiara. 

ojg. 

OfXOlOjg  0£  Kttl. 

afxa  Kai. 

virep  with  accusative. 

OfXOlbiQ  Kai 

10(TT£. 

Bia  TOVTO. 

w(nrep.                              30 

orav. 

wcravTwg. 

i(jt)Q  dv. 

av  Ta\£i. 

(j)r}(Tt. 
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35 


40 


IL  (a). 


avoKpiveiv. 

aVOTTEjUTTftV. 

a  vTiXafilSaveaOai. 

aTToXoysicrBai'  6 

a.(T(pa\eia. 

aroTTog. 

atpiaravai. 

(iovXri.  10 

ypafXfxa. 

BeKTog. 

BiayyeXXeiv. 

^lafxapTvptcrBai. 

BiaTTopeveaOaif  15 

^ispfxriveveiv. 

Boyp.a. 

dvva(TTr)g. 

£j38o/uj}KOvra, 

iTTEidr}.  20 

tTri(paiv£iv. 

evyivrig. 

a(j)i(TTavai. 

KarayHV.  25 


KaTat,iovv. 

Karrj^Etv. 

KoWaaOai. 

fiediaTaveiV' 

fieptg. 

vofiodi^atTKoXog. 

ovo/xa^EXv- 

OTTTacna. 

opitieiv. 

TravTiog. 

TrapaK\ri<Tig. 

Trarpia. 

Traveiv. 

iraiOecrOai. 

TToXiTrjg. 

TTjOEO-jSuTE/OtOV. 

TTjOoSorrjc. 
avvecrdieiv.  . 

(TVV£VCOK£lV. 
TO  (TttlTrjjOtOV. 

Tvy)(av£iv. 
xpaX/xog, 
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II.  (b). 


aiTrj/xa. 

alcpvidiOQ. 

dfiefiTTTog. 

avat^rfv. 

ava\i(TKeiv. 

avaXvHV. 

dvafivr}(TtQ. 

avor]Tog. 

avoia. 

avraTToStSovat. 

CLVTaTTOKpiVi^aBai. 

avTiKHoQai. 

aTreXirit^HV. 

aTToXyTpcoaiQ. 

airopia. 

cnrwdiKTuai. 

apoTpiav. 

apoTpov. 

d\api(TTOtj. 

(5lWTlK0g. 

Eiaipeiv. 

diafievHv. 

ijKaKeiv. 

fic^rjTfiv. 

£KKaiC£(V. 
£K^£jO£(V. 

tKcpevjeiv. 
tvSo^og. 

l^aTTooTcXAetv. 


55 


60 


65 


70 


75 


80 


i:C,ovuevEiv. 

iiraiveiv. 
i7ravaTrar)t(T0ai. 
ewifXEXeiaOai. 
iTriTeXsiv. 

iTTlTpOTTOg. 

^wypeiv. 

KUKOvpyog. 

Karapyeiv. 

KaTtvdvveiv. 

KOtrrj. 

KvpLsxieiv. 

XeiTovpyia. 

peOr]. 

paOvcTKEaOai. 

jUtraStSovm. 

olKOvopia. 

OGioT-qg. 

6'ipWVlOV. 

irayig. 

■navoTTAia. 

Travovpyia. 

wapaKoXovueiv. 

Tr\ripo({>opEiv. 

irpeajdvTrjg. 

TrpOKOTTTilV. 

Trpovoia. 

(jKOTreiv. 

awovdaiwg. 

(TTeipa. 

CFTtvaypog, 

avyKadi^eiv. 


85 


90 


95 


100 


105 


110 


115 


Aj^pendu  A. 


107 


120 


(TvyKXeiiiv. 
(Tvy\aipiiv. 
avfxirapayiviaOai. 
<TvvavTi\afji[5avaa9ai . 

CTWfiaTlKWg. 

raiiQ.  125 


vTTfjjTnat^eiv. 

vaTep.r\fia. 

<l>tXapyvpog. 

^opog. 

(ppovtjaig. 

\apLTOVV. 


130 


II.   (c). 


oLKpo^vaTia. 

avayvwcTig. 

avadefxa. 

avaXajLtjSavEtv. 

avaaraTovv. 

avaTiOeaSai. 

avearig. 

aTTBlXj]. 

aTrojSoXrj. 

aiToXovHV, 

aTToaracna. 

awoaToX-q. 

awpooKOTTog. 

aa(^aXr\Q, 

[iap[5apog. 

ciaTayrj. 

Bpofiog. 

lyKaXfiv. 

e/iifitvsiv. 

ijLKpaVTjg. 

tvcvvafiovv. 
ivevXoyHaOai. 
evvo/j.og. 
i^apri^Hv. 


135 


140 


145 


150 


165 


iTTieiKeia, 

eTTifjievaiv. 

linaTaaig. 

IttkjtoXi). 

linavaTaaig. 

svayyeXicTTrig. 

avspyscria. 

Zr]p.ia. 

■qav^ia. 

uearpov. 

Bvpig. 

l^i(i)Tr]g. 

Ka9r]Keiv. 

KOTayyiXXeiv. 

KaravTqv. 

KaTacfKairTiiv, 

Keipiiv. 

Kopevvvfii. 

XiiTOvpysiv. 

fiaprvptaQai. 

p.iTaXnpJi5avHV . 

voa<^iZ,i.aBai. 

vovBaruv. 


160 


165 


170 


175 


180 
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6jUO0u/taSov. 

7rapayye\ia. 

TrapaiTeiaOai. 

TrapaaKevat^siv. 

irapa^eiluiaZiiv. 

irapo^vvicjdai. 

Trappr](naZ,iaOai. 

TreiOap^uv. 

TTEvrrjicoari). 

irspupyoQ. 

TTspiepxiaOai. 

TnpnroiHaOai. 

TTlKpia. 

iroXiTEia. 

TToXiTivecrOai. 

irpoopi^tiv. 

TTjOOTTcrrjC' 

7rpo(T(popa. 

TTVKVOg. 


185 


190 


195 


200 


pa(5EiZeiv. 

GK\r]pVV£lV. 

<Tvp(5i(3aZeiv. 
cvfiirapaXaplBaveiv. 
(rvv^icrpoQ. 
avveK^rifiog. 

(TUOTfXXftV. 

(Tio^poavvi}. 

TETpaKOdlOl. 

TfTjOaTToSa. 

VTTOCFTiXXeiV . 

^iXavOpwiria. 

X£ipOTOV£lV. 

Xprtadai. 


205 


210 


215 


220 


II.  {d). 


alaOaveadai. 

alaOriaig. 

ahiafxa. 

alriaaOai. 

ava\pv^iQ. 

dva\pv\HV. 

Koravucrffctv. 

KOTavv^ig. 

avyr]. 

avyai^iiv. 

a(j>i^iQ. 

d(f)iKV£opai. 

iKfivKTr^pt^eiv. 

fiVKTr]pit,i.aQai 

ofiiXeiv. 

ofxiXta. 

ffvyKaraTideadai. 

(TvyKaraOtaig. 

(^BtyytaBai. 

(f>6oyyog. 

lf)l\oV£lKia. 

^iXovEiKog. 

(}>iXo(TO<f>og. 

^iXoao(j)ia. 
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11.  (e). 


A6i]vai. 
AkuXoc. 
AvTio\tia. 
AvrtoxEta  of  Pisidia. 

AttoXXwc- 
Apaj3m  (Gal.  i.). 
ApajSec  (Acts  ii.). 
Api(TTap)(^o(;. 
A\aia. 
BojOvajSac. 
Aa/LiacrKog. 
'E|3jOatoc- 
EjoaoToc- 
Gso-ffaXovtKi}. 
Ikoviov. 


10 


15 


KiX(K(a. 

KopivOog. 

Kpitrri. 

KpiaTTog. 

AvaTpa. 

MaytBovta. 

M.i\r\Toq. 

HpidKiWa. 

"EwaOtur^g. 

Tjoo^tjuoc. 

Tpwag. 

TvxiKog. 

<i>iXnnroi. 


20 


25 


30 


III.  (a).* 

^tdo^aaav  tov  Qeov  (g.). 
*£K  KO<Xtac:  p.r]Tpog  (g.). 

*£V(t>7r(Ol'  TOU   0£OU   (2   T.). 

*avuj3a£V£(v  etc    ItjOOtroXujua  (g.). 

l^ovaia  Kai  ovvafiig  (1  c). 

a7ro/3T}C7£rat  etc  (P.)- 
*a7robtSoi'ai  Xoyof  (r.). 

KaQr\}xivog  Ik  Ses/ojv  rj)^  Zvvafxiwg  tov  0£Ou  (e.). 

jurj  7£vojro  (g.). 

TO  oTTiaio  (p.). 

1?  r]fiipa  Ikuvt]  (2  TH.). 

6   aituv  ovTog   (e.). 

17  (TO^ia  TOU   Ofou    (1  c). 


10 


*  For  the  references  to  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul,  see  p.  75. 
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KSKrOai  elg  (1   TH.). 

KaTri)(eiv  —  Xoy og  (g.).  15 

ev  iravTt  Kaipi^   (e.). 

Trape^eiv  fxoi  kottovq  (g.). 

oi  vlot  Tov  <})(OTog   (1  TH.). 

jivsa  StfoTjOaju/iEVjj    (p.). 
*0£   dio^a    (1    C).  20 

oi  dvTiKeifxevoi  (1   c). 

OI  aSeX(j)Oi  (1   c). 
*ot  (T(i)iioiuevot  (1   c). 

0£  diricTTOi  (1   c). 

ivwTTtov  Kvpiov   (2  c).  25 

Iv  VTTOflOVrj  (2  c). 

erepog  —  irepog   (1    c). 
dvoLjeiv  TO  GTOfxa   (2   c). 
*6  vojxog  Kai  oi  7rpo(f>r]Tai   (e.). 

Xoyfj)    KttL    EjOytt)    (R.)'  30 

*i7  (BatTiXeia  rov   Qeov   (g.). 

*i7   X"P'^  '''^''^   0£oi»    (R-)* 
*ica0'  rjfxepav  (2  c). 
*a7r'  aiwvoe   (pi.  E.). 

at  6(T(j)Vtg  TrfpiiZ,h)(Tfiivai   (b,).  35 

6  Ijoyarrjc  a^to^  tow  fiicrBov  avrov   (1    T.). 

ev  baiOTr]TL  kui  ^iKuioavvy  (e.). 

ol  fitT    nvTOv  ovTsg  (t.). 
*77  d<j>E(Tig  TU)V  djuapTiMV   (c). 
^'Seojuat  (Tou  (g.).  40 

6  erepog   (r.). 

/uera  X"P"^   (^O* 
aTTOOToXot  KOI  irpoi^riTai   (e.). 
ra  iraparidefxeva  vfxiv  eGdiere   (1   c). 
*oi  eruv  t^oi   (r.).  45 

ev    Tlj)    Kaipi^    TOVTOj)    (e.). 

T(jj  'Aj3joaa/i  Kot  r(t>  arrepfiaTi  avrov  (g.). 

StSovat  roTTOv   (e.). 

eiraipuv  \eipag   (1   T.). 

X/o<oToc   Ku|0<oc    (c).  50 


Apjmndix  A.  Ill 

VlOl    ilCTl    TOV     QSOV     (R.)' 

*^wrj  alioviog   (1   T.). 

pr^fia  Qeov   (e.). 

17  dyairt)  rov  Qeov   (2   c). 

TO  v(TTi.pr]}xa  vfxojv  (1   c).  55 

TO  yivoueva  vir    avrtov  (e.). 

tv  ^vvafxii   Hv^VfiaTOQ  ajiov   (K-)* 
*£7rt  rjjc  Y'?C   (1    C.)- 

Ta    TOV    &EOV    (1    c). 

Travra  ra  tSv;)   (R-)'  ^^ 

EV   T?j  Kapdia   vp.ix)v    (e.). 
*a^toc   davuTOV    (R.)* 

ott'  ovpavov   (R.)- 

at  IvroXat  rou   KujO£Ou   (1   c). 
*ot  irarepeg  ri/xujv   (1    c).  65 

*6   Kvpiog   (1   c). 
*6   Kvpiog  'I»)(TOuc   (1   C.). 
*ot  airoGToXoi   (r.). 
*o(  (cujotot   (masters)  (e.). 

TrpoarioTTOv  Tivog  \ap(5aveiv   {g.).  70 

TO  aBvvaTOv   (R-). 
*T(aptv  f:\eiv   (1    T.). 

Travra  KaOapa  sctti    (t.). 
*G£OC   Kat   avOpooTTOL    (1    T.). 

Xa|u|3aveiv  Kptjua   (r.)«  75 

€v  rw  vojuw  ypacpsaOai    (1    c). 
*vwicroc  Ka/   rifxtpag   (1   TH.). 
^KoBtog  jeypaiTTai    (r.). 

ra  XoiTTO    (1    c). 

*6l'    TpOTTOV     (2     T.).  80 

*rr?  /im  Twv  o-a/3|3aTwv    (1    c). 
Ka^wc  TTOioeSwica   u/itv    (1    c). 

tadltlV    Kai    TTlVilV    (1    c). 

^)(^eipag  eTriTid^vai   (1   T.). 
aVo  Tr]g  Ojo-yrjc  ttjc  lp\optvr]g  (r)]c  jUfXXouo-ijf,)    (1    TH.). 
rt  ETTOtTjo-ac  ovT(t)g  ;   (r.).  86 

£1'  eauroic   (R-)* 
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^vvKTa  Kai  yifx^pav   (2   TH.). 

TO  vxpriXov   (pi.    K.). 

ra  XaXovfxiva  (sing.   1   c).  90 

do^a  Kvpiov   (2   c). 

Bwafiig  Kvpiov   (1   c). 

6   &£og  —  ot  EKXeKTOi   (c). 

iraptTOfJir}  OKTarj/Jiepog   (P.). 
*£v  T(o  ovofxari   (1  c).  95 

TO  EiKaiwfia  Tov  Qeov   (r.)* 

ayyeXog  dir    ovpavov   (t^)    (g.). 

ap\e(jOai  —  TiXeiaOai  (p.). 

6  alu)v  6  Ipxafxevog   (pi.  E.). 

Ty  Tpiry  "hp-ipa  iyepdr}vai   (1   c).  100 

M.u)(Tr]g  ypa(p£i   (R.). 

ilg  —  tTspog  (1   c). 

ov  X"P'^   (^•)* 

Trap  roTToe   (It.).  105 

*Ta  Idvrj   (1   c). 

T£Kva  r<j>  'Aj3|oaa/x   (R.). 

at^vtStoe  tcpiaravai   (1    TH.). 
*Kar'  tSmv   (g.). 

6  ireipaafiog  fxov   (g.).  110 

StrjcTEte  TTOiiiadai   (1    T.). 

at   o.p')(ai  —  at   i^ovaiai   (e.). 


III.    (fc).* 

S£;^£o-0a/  TOV  Xoyov  tov  Oeou   (1   TH.). 

ot  lie  TrepiTOjurjg   (g.). 

\aXeiv  y\(jj(T(Taig  —  irpo(j)r}T£V£iv  (1   c). 

KaravTav  tig   (e.). 

Tracra   avvei^r](Tig   (2   c). 

GTfuna  Kai  TspoTO    (b.). 

*  For  the  references  to  the  Acts  and  St.  Paul,  see  p.  81. 
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TrpocTKaprepsiv  rp  Trpoaev^g  (r.). 

■\povoL  —  Kaipoi  (1   TH.). 

XaXftv  TOv  \oyov   (P.). 

•y6i/£a  OKoXia   (P.).  10 

al  X»jjoat   (1   c). 

oAXoc  —  aXKoq   (2   c). 

KuptOe   TTaVTUlV    (g.). 

6  0£Of  —  avoiyiiv  —  Bvpa   (c). 

ICTJ|OU(T(T£tl'    TOV    XpiOTOV    (P.).  15 

'louSatoi  —  'EXAijvee  (&•)• 
Kpsfxaaavreg  sTTi  ^uXou  (g.)* 
7j  (KfcXTjcrm  Tou  Qtov   (1   T.). 

KoO'    Iv    tKaCTTOV     (E.). 

i/TTO  Toy  oupavov   (c).  20 

Gtoc  <j>  Xarpeutu   (r.). 
Uvevpa  Xap^aveiv  (g.). 
n  dvai  (g.). 

TTtOTfVEIV  £tC  X/OtOTOV  ^lr)(TOVV   (G.). 

6  Xoyoe  TOU  Kvplov  (1  TH.). 
£v  TOi»r<j)  ^iKaiovaOai  (1   c). 
Ti  ouy  l(jTi;   (1   c). 
7rpo(ptjTat  Kai  didavKaXoi   (1   c). 

TOV  vofiov  <l>v\a<T<Teiv  (g.).  30 

^ytvoJCKEty  TO  Oe\r]/xa  (b.). 

TeXeJV    TOV    SjOOjLtOV    (2    T.). 

IlauXoe  6  Setrjutoc  (e.). 

OYYeXoc   tou    0£OU    (g.). 

vpocrevxr]  Kai  der]cng   (e.).  35 

*nv£Ujua  Kvpjou  (2  c). 
1]  6\r}  iKK\r](yia   (1   c). 
TO  OeXrjfia  rov   Kvpiov   (e.). 
6  vofxOQ  Mwaiwg   (1   c). 
Kara  aapKa   (r.).  40 

TraVTE?    Ot    7rt(TT£U0VT£C    (R.)' 
TTpOQ   TOV    0fOV    (r.). 

vvip  TOV  dvofiarog  avTOv  (r.). 

I 
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6  0o/3oc  Tov  Kvpiov  (2  c). 

avatTTamg  vsKpojv   (1   c).  45 

*ot  vloi  'IffparjX   (2  c). 

Toj  Trvsv/iaTi  ^eeiv  (R.). 
*kXo[v  aprov  (1   c). 

■)(fitiav  ix^'^^   i^')' 
^Kara  ttoXiv   (t.).  50 

yiv(oaK£iv  —  avayiv<i)(TKUv  (2  c). 

UTTO    npOGOJTTOV    TOV    KvpiQV    (2    TH.). 

ol  ayioi  (e,). 

iroptvsdOai  elg  McKEdoviav  (1  T.). 

tv  AojuacTKtj*  —  ^aAoiv  —  dia  tov  TH)(Ovg   (2  c).  55 

Ik  (}>v\rig  Bsviafiiv   (p.). 

TTSTEiva  —  TETpawoBa  —  kpTTtTa  (r.). 

j3a7rrto-0j}vat  Etc  (E-)« 

£7rtKaX0UjU6V0£   TO   ovofia    (1    c). 

MwtTTjc  avoYtywo-icerai  (2  c).  60 

^la  Tr]v  lv£<TTio(Tav  dvajKrjv   (1   c). 

-a  TOiavTa  (r.). 

at  tKK\r](naL   (r.). 

ot  adeX(poi  Kvpiov   (1   c). 

6    TOlOVTOg    (1    c).  65 

aVo  irpcJTrjg  rjfxepag   (p.). 
y       ttoAAjj  BXi^ig  (2  c). 

ra  Kor'  Ifis   (e.). 

Traaa  Trappr]aia  (p.). 

ot  etc  fJiciKpav  (e.).  70 

ij  i/irj  ctTToXoyia   (1   c). 

iK  /xe(TOv  (1   c). 
*£tc  eKacFTog   (e.). 

kXi}/)Oc  —  ftf/otC   (c-)' 

ot  Kot  (r.).  75 

wag  boTig  dv  (c). 

6  0EOC  —  lynpHv  —  Ik  veKpojv  (1  c). 
*at  ypa<pat  (r.). 

ot  £V  T^  'Ao-tft  (2  T.). 

aKoviadai  (to  be  reported)  (1  c).  80 
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*ro  Tra<T\a   (l    c). 
*6  ^aravag  (1   T.). 

IK  (TTTspfiaTog  Aaj3(8   (r.). 

TToXXa  trjj   (r.). 

St'  trwv  (a.).  85 

etc  Towro   (r.). 

17  iricTTig  —  XpKTTog  (2  T.). 

6  vofiog  ilg  diarayag  dyyiXoJv   (g.). 

Trajotoravat  —  ^wv   (R-)* 

icXijjooi'Ojuta  £V  ro<c  aytoic   (e.)*  ^^ 

iroifxwg  tx*'''  (*^  ^•)' 
*So?a  0£ou   (1   C). 
^yey pairrat  yap   (1   c). 
*ra  v7rap)(ovTa  (1   c). 

'^Kara  TrpocrwTrov  (g.).  95 

*oi  Xoiiroi  (r.). 
*£!'  oig  (2  c). 
*a7r*  dpxng   (2  TH.). 

£IC    (TO)TT]piaV     (R.)' 

17  X^P^Q  Tov  Kvpiov  'Iijdou  Xpiarov  (2  c).  100 


H.  H.  E. 
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I. 


St.  Paul's  Own  Thoughts  and  Words  in  Comparing  his  Own 
Experiences  to  Christ's  Example  and  Sufferings. 

1.  m/xriTai  fiov  ytveade,  KaOojg  Kayu)  Xpiarov. — 1  Cor.  xi.  1. 

2.  Ijb)  yap  ra  OTLyfiara  tov  Kvpiov  'Irjcrov  tv  Ti^)  awfxari  fxov 
/3a(Tra^w. — Gal.  vi.  17.  {I,TiyfxaTa  were  the  marks  branded 
on  slaves  to  indicate  ownership ;  St.  Paul  refers  to  the  scars  of 
his  wounds  received  in  serving  his  Master. — Alford.) 

3.  Ijuot  yap  TO  tiyv,  Xpiarog. — Phil.  i.  21. 

4.  See  also  Phil.  iii.  7-14,  especially  verse  10,  tov  yvwvai 
avTov,  (Christ)  ....  kui  tjjv  KOivwviav  twv  Tra^rjjitarwv  avTov, 
(ivfifxop(l)OVfxtvog  TCj)  BavuTi^  avTov. 

5.  vvv  \aip(jj  Iv  TOig  Tra^ij^uao-tv  vwip  vfnov,  Kai  avravaTrXjjpa) 
Ta  vaTsprjfxaTa  twv  OXfip£wv  tov  XpiaTov  tv  Ty  aapKi  fxov  virep 
TOV  (TWinaTOQ  avTOV,  o  tora  ri  tKKXrjGia. — Col.  i.  24. 

6.  KUL  vfxeig  jxip.r\Tai  rifiwv  cycvjjOrjre  kui  tov  Kvpiov,  Se^afitvoi 
TOV  \oyov  Iv  dXiipu  TToXX??. — 1  Thess.  i.  6 ;  cf.  ch.  ii.  14-16. 

7.  (TvyKXYipovofioi  Se  XpioTov'  HTTep  (TvpTraa)(onev,  iva  k-oi 
fTwdo^aaOiDfiBv. — Rom.  viii.  17;  cf.  2  Tim.  ii.  8-12;  Phil.  i. 
20,  29,  30. 

8.  XpiaTi^  (TuvtiTTaupwjuai'  ^w  he,  ovKtn  tywy  t,ij  St  iv  tfioi 
Xpiarog. — Gal.  ii.  20. 

9.  Traaa  r)  BXiipig  rjfxwv  ....  KaOwg  TnpiaahVH  ra  TraOrtpara 
TOV  XpicFTov  dg  vpag. — 2  Cor.  i.  4,  5. 
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10.  That  Sfc.  Paul  was  not  unfamiliar  with  the  use  of 
parallelism  (and  antithesis)  may  be  gathered  from  Gal.  iv. 
24-20,  and  other  passages  in  his  Epistles.  See  Bishop 
Lightfoot's  note  on  the  word  (tvvcttoixh  (verse  2  5),  which 
occurs  in  St.  Paul's  Allegory  of  the  Two  Covenants, 
"* answers  to^;  literally,  ^belongs  to  the  same  row  or  column 
with'  ....  It  is  not  improbable  that  St.  Paul  is  alluding 
to  some  mode  of  representation  common  with  Jewish 
teachers''  (page  178). 


II. 


Instances  of  Parallelism  between   our  Lord   and   St.  Paul, 
especially  in  Luke  xxiii.,  the  Record  of  our  Lord's  Passion. 


St.  Luke  (of  Christ). 


The  Acts  (of  St.  Paul). 


1.  evpov  avTOv  Iv  tc^  Upii). 
-Luke  ii.  46. 


iv  T(j^  tfpv  ^^po^  H-^' — Acts 
xxiv.  21. 


2.  Kara  to  ^lojBog  avTbj.  Kara  to  hojOoq  rt^)  IlauXw.— 
— Luke  iv.  16,  teaching  in  the  Acts  xvii.  2,  teaching  in  the 
synagogue  on  the  Sabbath-  synagogue  on  the  Sabbath- 
day,  day. 

3.  Christ  lays  hands  on  the  St.  Paul  lays  hands  on  the 
sick  and  heals  them. — 6  de  sick  and  heals  them.  —  6 
tvt  EKafTTif)  avT(i)V  rac  -^Hpac  Tlav\og  Ittiusic  toq  ^(^eipag 
eiriOeig  iOepawevGev  avTOvg, —  avT(j^  lacraro  avrov.  —  Acts 
Luke  iv.  40.  xxviii.  8 ;  cf.  verse  9. 


4.    Kai  Xajiwv  apTov  ev)(ap-  Kai  XajSwv   apTOv  eu^aptcrr- 

icTTTiaag    tjcXatrf. — Luke    xxii.      tjae    t(^    6£(j> — Kat    KXaaag. — 
19.  Acts  xxvii.  35. 
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5.  Christ,  in  imminent  peril 
of  death  at  the  hands  of  the 
Jews  at  Nazareth,  escapes  the 
peril.  —  Kai  avacTTavTsg  l^- 
fjSaXov  avTOv  £?w  rrje  woXewg. 
"  That  they  might  cast  him 
down  headlong." — Luke  iv. 
29. 


St.  Paul,  in  imminent  peril 
of  death  at  the  hands  of  the 
Jews  from  Antioch  who  came 
to  Lystra,  escapes  the  peril. 
— Km  \ida(TavT£g  tov  JJavXov, 
tcTvpov  iso)  rrjc  ttoXewc*  "  Sup- 
posing he  had  been  dead." — 
Acts  xiv.  19. 


6.  Eelated  of  the  Scribes 
and  Pharisees  with  regard  to 
Christ,  evt^psvovTsg  avrov  .  . 
.  .  — Luke  xi.  54. 


Related  of  the  Jews  who 
banded  themselves  together 
to  kill  St.  Paul,  evedpevovcTi  yap 
avTov. — Acts  xxiii.  21. 


7.  Our  Lord  says  of  Him-  Agabus,  the  prophet,  says 

self: — (Sou     ava^aivofiiv     sig  of  St.  Paul,  ^jjaouo-t  iv  'ispov- 

*l£pO(To\vfxa    ....    TTapado-  caXrjjU  ot  'louSatot,  kui  Trapadw- 

Br}(T£Tai  yap  roig  Idvecri. — Luke  Govai  dg  x^'/°"?  lOvwv. — Acts 


xviii.  31,  32. 


xxi.  11. 


8.  ot  irpwTOi  TOV  Xaov. 
Luke  xix.  47,  seeking  his 
death. 


oi  irptoToi  Tujv  'louSatwv. — 
Acts  XXV.  2,  seeking  his  death. 


9.  ol  Trepi  avTov. — Luke  xxii,         ot  irepi  tov  IlauXov. — Acts 
.49.  xiii.  13. 


At  Jerusalem. 


At  Jerusalem. 


10.  l^rjTOuv  avTOv  aTToXeaai. 
-Luke  xix.  47. 


^rjrouj/TOJV     Be    avTOv    airo- 
KTEivai. — Acts  xxi.  31. 


11.  The  plot  among  the 
Jews  at  Jerusalem  to  com- 
pass, by  means  of  treachery, 
the  death  of  Christ. — Luke 
xxii.  2-6. 


The  plot  among  the  Jews 
at  Jerusalem  to  compass,  by 
means  of  treachery,  the  death 
of  St.  Paul.  —  Acta  xxiii. 
12-16. 
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12.  Pilate,  the  Roman  go- 
vernor, says,  owScv  aKtov  Oav- 
arov  IcTTi  TTETTpayjuevov  avrtf). 
— Luke  xxiii.  15. 


Festus,  the  Roman  go- 
vernor, says,  jUTjSev  a^iov 
davarov  avrov  7r£7rpo;(f vat. — 
Acts  XXV.  25. 


13.  OvdiV     tVpOV    £V     Tljf)     av-  OvBev  KOKOV  iVpi<TKOIXtV  Iv  T(j^ 

Opwiri^   TOVTio   alriov.  —  Luke  avOpojTrbjTovTd^. — Acts  xxiii.  9. 
xxiii.  14. 

14.  6  \aog   ....  dveKpac,av  to  TrXriOog  tov  Xaov  Kpa^ov' 
Se    irafxwXriOei,    Xiyovreg'    alpe  nlpe  avrov. — x\cts  xxi.  36. 
TOVTov. — Luke  xxiii.  13,  18. 


15.  TOV  ds  'Irjcrouv  irapsBhJKi. 
-Luke  xxiii.  25. 


TOV  Ts    ITauXov  TrapeBidovv. 
— Acts  xxvii.  1. 


16.  riKoXovOei  ce  avTc^  ttoXv  rtKoXovOei  yap  to  irXxfOog  tov 

irXriOog  tov  Xaov. — Luke  xxiii.      Xaov. — Acts  xxi.  36. 
27. 


17.    Our   Lord  quotes,   in  St.   Paul    quotes,    in   Acts 

Luke  viii.,  Isaiah  vi.  9,  10.  xxviii.,  Isaiah  vi.  9,  10. 


18.    Charge  made    against 
our  Lord  : — 

(1)  KwXvovra  Kat<Tapt  (j)opovg 
BiSovat. 

(2)  Xeyovra  eavTOv  Xpiarov 
(SaaiXea  elvai. — Luke  xxiii.  2. 


Charge   made    against    St. 
Paul  and  his  fellow-workers: — 

(1)  ovTonravTiQ  aTrevavTiT(i)V 
doyfxaTwv  Kaiaapog  wpaTTOvai. 

(2)  jSacrtXsa  XeyovTEc  knpov 
elvai,  'IijCTouv. — Acts  xvii.  7. 


19.    Our   Lord    saying: —  St.   Paul   saying: — 6rt  tov 

ov^^^L    TavTa     Idei    iraOiiv     tov      Xpiarov     iSei     iraOeiv.  —  Acts 
XpiaTov  ', — Luke  xxiv.  26.  xvii.  3. 

K 
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20.  Luke  xxiii. — Christ  ac- 
cused by  the  Jews  before 
the  Roman  governor,  Pilate; 
(verse  2)  rfp^avro  &  Kanqyop- 
£IV  avTov,  AsyOlTECj 

(1)  TovTov  evpofxev  StaoTjoe^- 
ovra  TO  Wvog, 

(2)  teat  K(i)\vovTa  Kaicrapi 
(l>opovQ  ^L^ovai — OTi  avaanH 
Tov  \aov,  StSao'Kwi'  Ka0'  b\r\g 
Tr\q  'louSame,  (verse  5) 

(3)  Xtyovra  lavrov  Xpiarov 
(iacTiXea  tlvai  (verse  2). 


Acts  xxiv.  —  St.  Paul  ac- 
cused by  the  Jews  before  the 
Roman  governor,  Felix. — rip^- 
aro  KaTrjyopeiv  6  TeprvWog, 
Xeywv  ....   (verse  2) 

(1)  evpovTeg  yap  tov  avSpa 

TOVTOV  XoifXOV, 

(2)  KOI  KLvovvTa  (jTaaiv  Tracn 
TOig  'louSaiotc  Toig  icaro  rrjv  oik- 
ovp,i.vr\v, 


(3)     TTjOwroorarrjv      re 
Th)v      ^aZ,(i)panji}v      aipecrewg 
(verse  5  ;  cf.  ch.  xvii.  7). 


rrjc 


*  Zeller,  vol.  ii.  p.  225,  says  of  this,  "  Not  only  is  the  resemblance,  but 
also  the  actual  connexion,  unmistakable  ....  observe  the  threefold  pre- 
dication of  both  the  accused."  Zeller  says  this,  however,  without  any 
intention  or  desire  of  proving  the  authorship  of  St.  Paul,  but  only  with  the 
design  of  showing  that  the  Acts  and  the  Third  Gospel  are  the  work  of  a 
single  author.  I  am  not  aware  that  this  latent  parallelism  between  the 
history  of  Christ  in  St.  Luke  and  that  of  St.  Paul  in  the  Acts  has  ever 
before  been  so  fully  traced  out. 
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